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GENEALOGY  OF  THE  STEWARTS 

REFUTED. 


SIR, 


IT  was  not  until  very  lately,  that  the  publica- 
tion, you  are  pleafed  to  call  a  "  Genealogi- 
"  cal  History  of  the  Stewarts,"  fell  into  my 
hands.  Struck  with  its  comprehenfive  title,  I  was 
induced  to  beftow  fome  attention  on  the  work ; 
and  I  accordingly  found,  as  I  indeed  expected, 
that  the  invefligations  it  involved  were  in  no 
fmall  degree  laborious,  and  the  novel  claims,  at- 
tempted to  be  fet  up,  fupported  only  by  inconclu- 
sive proofs,  and  feeble  arguments. 

That  you  are  the  only  perfon,  acquainted  with 
the  fubject,  who  ferioufly  entertains  a  doult  re- 
fpecting  the  lineage  of  the  Earl  of  Galloway,  I 
think  I  may  pretty  confidently  afTert ;  or  who  de- 
nies, that,  after  the  furviving  grandfon  of  King 
James  II.,  he  actually  represents  the  moft  ancient 
branch  of  the  House  of  Stewart.     The  deflre, 

indeed. 
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indeed,  to  deprive  him  of  that  honourable  distinc- 
tion, may  be  conlidered  as  extremely  natural, 
fince  you  claim  it  for  yourfelf.  But  fuch  preten- 
lions  muft  be  maintained  by  proofs  more  folid  and 
fatisfactory,  than  any  exhibited  in  your  book,  be- 
fore they  can  overcome  the  fcruples,  or  procure 
the  afTent,  of  an  unbiaffed  reader. 

It  was,  I  think,  fo  far  back  as  the  year  1794, 
that  you  thought  proper  firft  to  broach  this  contro- 
verfy.  A  printed  State  of  the  Evidence, drawn 
up  with  much  labour,  then  announced,  to  your 
friends,  the  defign  you  had  formed  of  claiming  the 
right  to  be  heir  male  and  reprefentative  of  the 
Darnlcy  and  Lennox  families,  on  the  demife  of  the 
Cardinal  de  York.  Some  time  after,  a  counter- 
ftate  of  proofs,  diftinguifhed  by  its  ingenuity  and 
acutenefs,  appeared  on  the  part  of  the  Earl  of 
Galloway. 

A  comparative  view  of  thefe  documents  was 
more  than  fufficient  to  decide  the  conteft.  The" 
candid  and  judicious  were  foon  fatisfied  :  Nor  is 
the  opinion  they  then  formed,  in  any  wife  difii- 
milar  from  that  which  they  entertain  at  this  mo- 
ment. Here,  in  my  judgment,  genealogical  con- 
troverfy  was  in  its  true  fphere.  The  papers,  thus 
circulated,  found  their  way  to  all  either  intcrefled 
in  the  queftion,  or  inquifitive  about  the  i(Tue.  In- 
dividual curiofity  was  gratified  to  the  full ;  and 
the  reiult  of  private  judgment  quickly  feen,  and 
as  eafily  collected. 

But  the  degree  of  notoriety  which  the  views 
of  either  Competitor  foon  acquired,   was  not  able 

to 
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to  fatisfy  an  ambition  like  yours.  Anxious  to 
difplay  your  pretentions  to  the  world,  you  deter- 
mined to  bring  them  forth  in  a  ftyle  far  more  con- 
fpicuous.  A  vaft  Quarto  volume  accordingly  was 
prepared.  The  defcent  of  the  Darnley,  Lennox, 
and  Caftlemilk  families,  was  minutely  authenti- 
cated, and  traced  back  to  the  12th  century  ;  and 
the  work  was  dignified  with  the  impoiing  title  of 
a  "  Genealogical  Hillory  of  the  Stewarts."  The 
competition  with  Lord  Galloway,  which,  from 
the  beginning,  might  have  been  comprized  in  the 
iize  of  a  nut-fhell,  was  now  diffufed  over  many  a 
page.  Of  your  own  plea  the  weaknefTes  were  fc- 
duloufly  palliated,  the  inconfiftencies  reconciled, 
'and  its  fpecious  parts  brought  forward  with  an 
air  of  triumph.  But,  in  this  new  fliape,  the  main 
points  of  difculTion  dwindled  into  infignificance. 
They  were,  in  fuel,  lcarcely  difcernible,  amidlt 
the  prodigious  mafs  of  deeds  and  charters,  both 
public  and  private,  that  completely  environed, 
and  was  ready  to  overlay  them.  Meanwhile, 
your  lofty  honours,  whofe  fummits  were  feen  far 
and  wide,  dazzled  the  beholder,  and  delighted 
yourfelf :  But  their  foundation  was  veiled,  in  a 
gloomy  magnificence,  from  the  prying  eye. 

What  might  have  been  your  precife  motives 
for  fuch  an  exhibition,  it  is  not  eafy  to  fay.  Nor 
mall  I  (lop  to  inquire  of  how  great  moment  it  is 
to  the  public  to  learn,  that  you  are  "  heir  male, 
"  and  lineal  reprefentative,  (after  the  Cardinal 
"  York),  of  the  firft  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Ca- 

"  ftlemilk 
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"  illemilk(A),"  even  had  you  fucceeded  in  efta- 
blifhing  that  prctenfion.  But,  in  an  age  when  li- 
terature and  fcicnce  are  lb  fuccefsfully,  as  well  as 
univerially,  cultivated,  it  might  have  been  feen, 
that  genealogy  was  fuperfedcd  by  more  ufeful  ob- 
jects, and  that,  as  a  popular  topic,  it  was  out  of 
date  (b>.  Whether  it  was,  that  you  had  difcover- 
cd  the  opinion  of  a  few  men  of  fenfe  and  impar- 
tiality, who  had  actually  examined  your  claims, 
or  whether  you  hoped,  that  the  pride  of  Lord 
Galloway  would  rellrain  him  from  a  public  con- 
flict with  an  adverfary  he  had  already  vanquifh- 
ed,  I  have  not  been  able  to  learn.  But  it  is  cer- 
tain, that,  by  this  voluminous  production,  you 
have,  with  the  ignorant,  remained  mailer  of  the 
field,  in  poflefnon  of  the  advantages  and  the  tri- 
umph of  fuccefs,  although,  beyond  a  doubt,  with- 
out the  laurels  of  victory. 

I  confefs,  Sir,  that  the  (how  of  fupcriority,  fo 
little  merited,  moved  my  indignation  ;  and  the 
feeling  was  wanned  into  activity  by  the  requclt 
of  a  friend,  connected  with  the  Earl  of  Galloway, 
that  I  fliould  draw  up  fomething  in  anfwer  to 
the  chief  arguments  contained  in  this  formidable 
work,  all  tending  to  demonllrate  that  you  were  at 

the 

(a)  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  384,  385. 

(b)  The  l'abject  here  hinted  at  will  be  afterwards  refumed 
in  a  fubfequent  part  of  this  letter.  But  here  we  may  fure- 
ly  fay  to  Mr  Andrew  Stuart,  with  at  lead  as  much  jufticc 
as  the  Sibyl  faid  to  iEneas  and  his  companions, 

Non  hoc  ifta  fibi  tempus  fpeclacuia  pofcit. 

Virg.  ^Eneid.  L.  vi.  39. 
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the  head  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart.  As'matters  now 
Hood,  he  faid,  fome  public  notice  of  them  feemed 
indifpenfable.  Silence  already  had  been  conflrucd 
into  an  admifiion  of  their  validity.  In  regard  to 
Lord  Galloway's  rights,  he  obierved,  he  confider- 
ed  them  as  fully  eftablifhed.  But  the  printed 
Hate,  which  exhibited  that  evidence,  was  known 
only  to  a  narrow  circle  ;  while  your  Quarto  vo- 
lume, being  publifhed  to  the  world,  was  already 
in  the  hands  of  many.  Not  that  either  this  gen- 
tleman or  myfelf  weakly  believed  there  had  been 
any  public  demand,  and  confequently  any  rapid 
fale,  for  your  book.  Yet  we  were  not  ignorant  of 
the  method  which  was  contrived  to  promote  its 
diffiifion ;  a  method,  I  own,  equally  new  and  ir- 
refiftible.  He  who  is  at  the  fole  expence  of  print- 
ing, is  certainly  entitled  to  the  pleafure  of  gratui- 
tously diftributing  his  writings :  And  in  both  you 
had  acted  with  fuch  unequalled  liberality,  that,  in 
ft  fhort  time,  none  of  your  friends,  and  few  of 
your  acquaintances,  whether  north  or  fouth  of  the 
Tweed,  were  without  fo  fplendid  a  token  of  your 
remembrance  (c). 

The 


(c)  I  am  credibly  informed,  that  the  author  of  the  Ge- 
nealogical Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts  is  fo  delighted  with  the 
diffufion  cf  his  book,  that  he  begins  already  to  talk  cf  nfe- 
cond  edition  being  called  for  by  the  public.  Certainly  the 
prefent  is  the  age  of  wonders ;  and  there  is  no  fuch  thing  as 
faying,  a  priori,  that  any  event  will  not  happen  :  But  the 
phenomenon  in  queftion  may  pretty  certainly  be  deferred 
ad  Grcecas  Kakudas. 
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The  talk,  Sir,  thus  impofed  upon  me,  I  freely 
acknowledge,  I  did  not  confider  as  Herculean. 
Of  him  who  voluntarily  undertakes  a  conteft  with 
the  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the 
Stewarts,  it  cannot  be  afierted,  that  he  wages  a 
war  with  a  tremendous  adverfary. 

It  can  fcarcely  be  faid  of  him, 

Optat  apnim,  aut  fulvum  defoendere  monte  leoncm. 
The  fact  was,  I  had  curforily  acquired  fome 
ideas  concerning  the  actual  defcent  of  the  Houfe 
of  Bonkill  :  and  a  few  weeks,  which  I  meant  to 
pafs  at  the  country-houfe  of  my  friend,  would  be 
iufficient  to  compare  them  with  your  new-model- 
led fyftem  of  genealogy.  The  prefent  method, 
therefore,  of  gratifying  him,  as  well  as  amuling 
iiiyielf,  has,  in  confequence,  been  adopted. 

As  a  new  perfon,  who  is  to  figure  in  this  con- 
troverfy,  it  is  true  1  may  poffefs  fome  advantage, 
in  point  of  impartiality  of  judgment,  over  the  ac- 
tual competitors ;  yet,  on  that  account,  I  fear,  I 
Hand  not  the  lefs  in  need  of  a  large  fliare  of  allow- 
ance from  the  impartial  reader.  The  debate  on 
which  we  are  to  enter  is  in  its  nature  private  and 
perfonal.  Its  topics  are  various,  and  it  muft  ne- 
cclTarily  be  drawn  into  considerable  length  (d). 
From  fuch  difcuflions,  egotifm  and  pertinaciouf- 
nefs  are  not  ealily  feparable,  and,  in  moll  cafes, 
they  are  apt  to  become  predominant  features. 
Should  thefe  imperfections  too  frequently  appear 


(d) Longa  eft  injuria,  longse 

Ambages. 

Virg,  iEneid.  L.  i.  345. 


[  9   ] 

in  the  prefent  Letter,  I  fairly  throw  myfelf  upon 
the  reader's  indulgence  and  candour.  But  I  ap- 
peal to  his  juftice,  on  the  part  of  Lord  Galloway, 
that  that  nobleman  is  in  nowife  anfwerable  for 
obtruding  the  conteft  on  the  public. 

Do  not,  however,  imagine,  Sir,  that,  in  thus 
endeavouring  to  propitiate  the  reader,  I  expect 
that  many  perlbns  will  honour  me  with  the  peru- 
fal  of  thefe  pages.  My  delires,  as  well  as  expec- 
tations, on  that  head,  are  abundantly  moderate. 
MefTrs  Cadell  and  Davies,  your  bookiellers,  will 
give  me  credit  for  the  juilice  of  the  affertion,  when 
I  fay,  that  I  chearfully  limit  them  to  the  number 
of  thofe  who  have  purchafed,  or  at  leaft  who  have 
perufed,  your  book.  It  is  a  truth,  which  it  is  fa- 
lutary,  although  it  may  not  be  gratifying  to  you 
to  learn,  that  fuch  fubje&s,  as  are  treated  in  that 
work,  have  long  lince  fallen  into  a  deplorable  ne- 
glect. They  have,  indeed,  fhared  the  common 
fate  of  moft  opinions,  once  oiilir.guimed  by  the 
partiality  of  men.  Their  prefent  depreffion  is  in 
a  due  proportion  to  the  former  height  of  their  fa- 
vour and  popularity.  The  truth  is,  the  caufes 
which  have  combined  to  produce  the  change,  lie 
too  deep  to  be  eradicated  by  any  flretch  of  power, 
or  any  inftitution  of  policy.  Treat,  therefore, 
fuch  topics  as  you  will,  to  engage  attention  is  a 
vain  attempt.  Even  the  force  of  genius  iffelf 
could  do  little,  when  oppofed  to  habit  and  opi- 
nion ;  and  fuccefs,  I  fufpedt,  were  alike  hopelefs, 
could  we  command  the  method  of  Asiftotle,  the 
B  eloquence 
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eloquence  of  Cicero,  or  the  wit 'and  excentricity 
of  Lucian. 

Probably,  Sir,  you  have  already  discovered, 
that  you  are  addreffed  by  a  perfon,  who  is  to 
fpeak  of  your  pretentions,  and  your  book,  with 
little  deference  ;  the  firft,  becaufe  he  deems  them 
to  be  without  foundation  ;  and  the  fecond,  be- 
caufe, having  committed  yourfelf  to  the  world  in 
a  literary  character,  you  mud  allow,  in  others,  the 
freedom  and  independence  of  literary  criticifm. 
The  characler,  which  the  prefent  writer  is  ambi- 
tious to  maintain,  of  a  gentleman  and  a  fcholar, 
will  induce  him  to  refpect  the  laws  of  urbanity. 
On  the  fubject  of  the  competition  between  Lord 
Galloway  and  yourfelf,  he  will  aflume  the  privi- 
lege of  treating  it  fometimes  as  ferious,  and  fome-» 
times  as  light,  as  may  beft  fuit  his  purpofe :  Nor 
will  he  promife,  on  every  occaiion,  to  compofe  the 
mufcles  of  his  countenance  into  the  moft  perfect 
lblemnity,  becaufe  he  happens  to  addrefs  a  perfon, 
who  lays  claim  to  be  heir-apparent,  and  represen- 
tative, of  the  Cardinal  de  York. 

In  accomplifhing  the  objects  of  this  Letter,  I  pur- 
pofe to  divide  it  into  Three  Parts.  The  First 
fhall  comprife  a  itatement  of  the  Competition  be- 
tween yourfelf  and  Lord  Galloway.  In  that  ftate- 
ment,  I  fhall  deliver  a  concife  narrative  of  thofe 
hiftorical  fads,  and  collateral  circumftances,  which 
conftitute  the  evidence  in  favour  of  the  latter,  but 
have  not,  as  yet,  been  laid  before  the  public  :  And 
thefe  fhall  be  followed  up  with  a  fuminary  view 
of  the  concluiions  obviotlfly  deducible  from  fuch 

evidence. 
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evidence.  In  the  Second  Part,  I  fhall  attempt  a 
refutation  of  the  principal  Propofitions  on  which 
you  feem  to  reft  your  claims  to  be  Reprefentative 
of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart  (z)  ;  to  which  fhall  be 

added, 

(e)  I  fhall  here  take  an  opportunity  of  accounting  for 
the  various  manner  in  which  the  name  of  Stewart  is  writ- 
ten in  this  letter.  Surnames,  according  to  the  bell  accounts, 
were  invented  by  the  Normans,  in  the  12th  century.  About 
the  beginning  of  the  13th,  they  were  introduced  into  this 
ifland  :  and  Walter,  the  5th  Lord  High  Steward  of  Scot- 
land, who  died  An.  12  41,  was  the  fir  ft  who  fettled  the  name 
of  Stewart  on  his  pofterity.  Being  obvioufly  derived  from 
the  office,  Stewart  is,  beyond  queftion,  the  m»ft  ancient, 
and  moft  proper  orthography.  But  different  races,  in  pro- 
cefs  of  time,  have  found  it  convenient  to  alter  it,  either  in 
order  to  mark  their  particular  defcent,  or  to  diftinguilh  them 
from  others  of  the  fame  origin.  Accordingly,  we  find,  that 
Stewart,  Steuart,  and  Stuart,  have  been  common  among 
numbers.  The  long  and  intimate  connection  between  Scot- 
land and  France,  appears  to  have  given  rife  to  the  idea  of 
difcarding  the  iv  from  the  word,  and  writing  it  Stuart,  in- 
ftead  of  Stewart ;  as  the  French,  who  firft  fet  the  example, 
are  without  the  w  in  their  alphabet.  The  practice,  it  is 
fuppofed,  originated  with  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley, 
foon  after  the  memorable  campaigns  which  he  ferved  in 
France,  in  the  beginning  of  the  15th  century  :  But  it  has 
been  moft  generally,  although  improperly,  applied  to  the 
royal  family  by  hiftorians.  Queen  Mary,  from  a  natural 
partiality  to  the  French  manners,  alfo  contributed  to  bring 
this  innovation  into  fafhion  ;  and  during  her  reign,  it  was 
extremely  prevalent.  But  King  James  VI.  her  fon,  con- 
demned the  alteration  from  the  former  orthography,  by  in- 
troducing, in  feveral  of  his  charters  and  letters  patent,  clau- 
fes  tending  to  reftore  the  latter.     The  rule  feems  to  be,  that 

when 
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added,  fome  farther  authorities  and  arguments, 
tending  to  evince  the  fallacy  of  your  fyftem.  The 
Third  and  laft  Part  fhall  be  dedicated  to  a  few 
critical  remarks  on  the  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the 
Stewarts  as  a  literary  production,  as  well  in  regard 
to  the  matter  and  ftyle,  as  the  fcope  and  utility  of 
the  volume.  A  Genealogical  Sketch  of  the  De- 
feent  of  the  Iloufe  of  Bonkill  is  fubjoined  to  the 
whole,  in  order  to  elucidate  the  feveral  reafonings. 


PART     FIRST. 

Before  we  enter,  Sir,  on  what  is  propofed  in 
the  firft  divifion  of  the  fubject,  it  may  not  be  im- 
proper to  premife  a  few  things,  in  order  to  bring 
the  reader  acquainted  with  the  hiftory  of  the  com- 
petition, and  the  temper  of  the  parties  :  And  par- 
ticularly, we  ("hall  endeavour  to  delineate  the  fi- 
gure they  bave  reipectively  made,  during  the 
courfe  of  this  controverfy. 

It  is  an  hiftorical  fad  generally  known,  that  the 
name  of  Stewart  was  communicated  to  the  royal 
family,  by  the   Lord  High  Stewards  of  Scotland. 

Walter, 

when  the  name  in  general  is  mentioned,  it  fhould  certainly 
be  Stewart ;  the  oflice  Steward  ;  and,  in  the  cafe  of  parti- 
cular families,  that  method  of  orthography  ought  to  be  fol- 
lowed, which  they  themfelves  have  been  long  In  the  habit 
of  ufing. 
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Walter,  the  8th  who  enjoyed  that  diftinguimed 
office,  in  the  year  131 5  married  the  Princefs  Mar- 
jory, heirefs  of  the  crown,  and  daughter  of  King 
Robert  Bruce  J  and  their  fon,  Robert  II.  became, 
in  confequence,  the  firft  prince  of  the  Stewart 
line. 

Some  little  time  before  the  period  juft  now  men- 
tioned, the  younger  branches  of  this  race  had  be- 
gun to  flourifti  with  uncommon  vigour.  Sir  John 
Stewart  de  Bonkyll,  brother  to  James,  the  7th 
Lord  High  Steward,  (paternal  grandfather  to  Ro- 
bert II.),  had  had  a  numerous  progeny.  No  few- 
er than  fix  of  his  feven  fons  leaving  ifTue,  they  be- 
came the  fix  great  heads  of  families,  from  whom 
have  proceeded  the  mo  ft  numerous,  as  well  as  mod 
ancient,  races  of  the  name  now  exifting(F).  Of 
the  Earls  of  Angus,  defcended  from  the  eldeft. 
brother,  the  line  foon  became  extinct.  Lord 
Darnley,  fprung  from  the  fecond,  and  rcprefenta- 
tive  of  the  Earls  and  Dukes  of  Lennox,  united  the 
line  of  Bonkill  with  that  of  the  Lord  High  Stew- 
ard's, in  the  middle  of  the  16th  century,  by  his 
marriage  with  Queen  Mary  ;  and  the  name  and 
memory  of  this  unfortunate  prince  are  now  feebly 
kept  alive,  in  the  perfon  of  the  Cardinal  de  York. 
Hence  it  follows,  that  the  male  repreientation  of 
the  Houfe  of  Stewart  muft,  of  courfe,  be  veiled  in 
the  next  branch  of  the  Darnley  and  Lennox  fa- 
milies, after  the  death  of  that  foreign  ecclefiaftic. 
By  tracing  back  the  generations  to  Sir  John 
Stewart  of  Darnley,  in  the  14th  and  15th  centu- 
ries, 

(f)  See  the  Genealogical  Sketch  fubjoined  to  this  letter. 
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ries,  it  will  appear,  that  Sir  William  Stewart  of 
Jedworth  and  Caftlemilk,  his  younger  brother,  had 
two  fons ;  of  whom,  according  to  the  bell  ac- 
counts, Sir  John  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton,  the  pro- 
genitor of  Lord  Galloway,  was  the  elder,  and  the 
younger  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  the 
immediate  anceftor  of  the  Stuarxs  of  Castle- 
milk  in  Lanerkfhire.  But  the  reprefentation  will 
neccflarily  devolve  on  him,  who  can  fhew,  in  the 
mod  fatisfaftory  manner,  that  he  is  the  heir-male 
of  the  above  mentioned  Sir  William  Stewart  of 
Jedworth. 

The  author  of  the  "  Genealogical  Hi  (lory  of 
M  the  Stewarts"  certainly  can  boaft  of  being  the 
firft  pcrfon,  who  ever  doubted  or  called  in  que- 
ftion,  Lord  Galloway's  prcteniions.  His  right  of 
defcent  from  the  eldeft  branch  had  been  fo  uni- 
verfally  acknowledged,  fo  uniformly  fanclioned 
by  time  and  opinion,  that,  had  it  not  been  for  the 
formal  attack  made  in  1794,  or  at  leaft  the  ru- 
mour that  announced  it,  in  all  probability  it  never 
would  have  occurred  to  him,  to  fubllantiate  his 
claims  by  a  production  of  the  legal  evidence. 

The  reader,  however,  will  perceive,  by  an  at- 
tentive examination  of  what  we  have  juft  now 
ftated,  that  there  is  fome  fpecious  ground  for  ca- 
vil. The  circumftance  of  two  perfons,  (Sir  Wil- 
liam Stewart  the  elder,  and  Sir  William  Stewart 
the  younger,  of  Caftlemilk),  of  the  fame  name 
and   family,    bearing  the  fame   defignation    (g), 

exifting 

(g)  I  mull  litre,  once  for  all,  crave  the  indulgence  of 
the  accurate  reader,  for  the  ufc  of  fome  words  and  phrafes, 

which, 
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exifting  nearly  in  the  fame  period,  and  withal  at 
the  diftance  of  400  years,  was  fufficient  to  beget 
no  fmall  degree  of  confufion.  Without  the  light 
of  the  clearefl  documents,  it  might  have  milled 
genealogifts  far  lefs  interefted  than  the  writer  in 
queftion,   to  identify  them  with  circumfpection, 

and 

which,  ftri&ly  fpeaking,  may  be  denominated  provincial, 
and  are  not  ufually  found  in  Englifh  writers.  From  the 
nature  of  the  fubject,  this  will  not  be  deemed  unreafon- 
able  ;  and,  particularly,  in  defcribing,  or  arguing  on  char- 
ters, and  other  legal  documents,  Scottifh  expreffions  are 
not  only  admiflible,  but  appropriate.  The  word  dejigna- 
tion,  for  example,  and  the  verb  to  dejign,  in  the  fenfe  un- 
derflood  in  the  text,  are  fcarcely  Englifh  ;  although  the 
latter  feems  to  be  ufed  participially  by  Mr  Locke.  (See 
Johnfon's  Did.  voc.  to  defigri).  The  faft  is,  there  is  no 
fingle  Englifh  verb,  which  conveys  the  idea  of  defcribing  a 
man  by  "  the  title  of  his  eftate  ;"  and,  in  the  prefent  dif- 
cuffion,  the  neceffity  for  this  fo  very  frequently  occurs,  that 
the  ufe  of  a  periphrafis  would  have  been  to  a  degree  irk- 
fome  and  embarrafling.  Indeed,  there  feems  to  be  fo  vifi- 
ble  an  awkwardnefs  in  the  noun  addition,  which  is  accu- 
rately Englifh,  in  the  fame  fenfe  that  dejignation  has  been 
here  taken,  that  both  the  provincial  noun  and  verb,  in  my 
opinion,  deferve  to  be  brought  into  claffical  ufe. 

There  are  a  few  more  words  and  phrafes,  for  which,  on 
one  or  other  of  the  above  grounds,  I  would  requelt  indul- 
gence ;  fuch  as,  to  difpone ;  a  difpofition  ;  a  march  ;  a  mi- 
?iute  ;  a  fuperior  (of  lands)  •,  a  barony  ;  whom  failing,  &c. 
In  general,  as  they  occur,  they  are  marked  with  an  afte- 
rifm,  *.  As  to  fuch  expreffions  as  the  following,  to  notice, 
to  adduce  evidence,  &c.  although  originally  Scotch,  they  feem 
now  fufficiently  naturalized  by  the  prattice  of  good  wri- 
ters. 
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and  difcriminate  between  their  tranfactions  with 
an  impartial  accuracy. 

By  his  own  confeflion  it  fcems  evident,  that, 
until  very  lately,  this  author  joined  with  the  reft 
of  the  world  in  the  belief,  that  Lord  Galloway 
actually  ftood  at  the  head  of  the  name  (h).  But 
wonderful  are  the  different  views,  which,  in  dif- 
ferent circumitances,  will  be  taken  of  the  fame 
object.  The  doubtful  expreflions  of  genealogifts, 
we  mall  fuppofe,  might  at  firft  infpire  a  hope,  that 
the  two  Sir  William  Stewarts  could  be  proved  to 
be  one  and  the  fame  per/on  ;  and  the  obfeurity  of 
fome  ancient  documents  might  as  naturally  con- 
firm it.  The  obvious  confequences  that  flowed 
from  fuch  a  fuppoiition,  would  iiutantly  excite 
ideas  every  way  gratifying  to  human  vanity.  Va- 
nity, in  its  turn,  which  has  labour  at  its  beck, 
would  ftraightway  roufe  the  invincible  powers  of 
ardour  and  perfeverance.  And,  by  the  union  of 
thefe,  facts  might  be  produced  to  fupport,  and 
reafonings  to  defend,  a  fyflem,  fuch  as  the  author 
himfelf,  when  it  firft  dawned  on  his  mind,  would 
contemplate  with  delight,  while  he  certainly  re- 
garded it  as  mod  wild  and  impracticable. 

Conceiving,  as  we  do,  the  perfect  poffibility  (we 
fhall  not  lay  the  actual  cxiftence)  of  fuch  a  pro- 
cefs  phyfical  and  intellectual,  what  wonder  can  it 
occafion,  that  the  fecond  Sir  William  Stewart  is 
now  declared  to  be  the  brother,  not  the  nephew, 

of 


(h)    See  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the   Stewarts,  Tref. 
P-  8,  9. 
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of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  and,  by  confe- 
quence,  the  genealogift  himfelf  the  true  regrefen- 
tative  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart  ?  In  regard  to 
Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  (Lord  Gallo- 
way's unqueftionable  anceftor),  what  can  he  be 
confidered,  in  fuch  a  view,  but  as  fairly  belonging 
to  fome  other  race,  at  all  events,  not  the  race  of 
Darnley  ? — a  fpurious  interloper,  whom  an  eafy 
acquiefcence  had  already  too  long  permitted  to 
continue  in  the  poifeflion  of  another's  honours  (i). 
The  fact  is,  what  a  man  wilhes  he  readily  be- 
lieves :  and  it  is  no  lefs  certain,  that  what  he 
once  believes  he  will  oftentimes  maintain,  in  the 
face  of  reafon  and  probability.  It  is  the  nature 
of  controverfy  to  produce  on  men,  even  of  the 
graveft  character,  very  extraordinary  effects.  It 
inflames  paffion  ;  it  foilers  prejudice  ;  it  fubdues, 
or  wheedles  reafon  ;  and  even  ob (cures  the  clear- 
eft  objects  to  the  mental  eye.  Under  fuch  im- 
prefftons,  pofhbility  is  too  apt  to  be  miltaken  for 
fact  •,  fuppoluions  pafs  for  folid  arguments.  That 
which,  at  fir  ft,  was  viewed  only  as  a  trmfient 
hope,  a  diftant  probability,  foon  aflumes  the  fem- 
blance  of  certainty  and  truth.  To  the  heated 
difputant  the  real  hue  and  dimenfions  of  objects 
being  thus  difguifed  or  obliterated,  he  reauily 
-embraces  any  theory  fuggefted  by  a  favourite  pal- 
C  hon, 

(i)  See  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts,   p.  315 — 
322,  where  a  view  of  the  competition  between  himfelt  and 
Lord  Galloway  is  regularly  given  by  the  author  :    But  the 
oacnts  on  one  fide  only  are.  ftated. 
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fion,   anddrefTes  it  in  the  colours  of  his  mifguid- 
cd  fancy. 

Were  we  to  name  the  motive,  which  appears 
chiefly  to  have  operated  on  the  underftanding  of 
the  prefent  competitor,  we  fliould  fay  it  was  am- 
bition. But  that,  if  it  be  a  vice,  is,  at  lead,  the 
vice  of  noble  minds  ;  and,  in  the  judgment  of  a 
philoibphic  hiftorian,  is  ranked  as  a  pafiion  very 
nearly  allied  to  virtue  (k).  The  extraordinary 
efforts  of  induftry  and  perfeverance,  difplayed  by 
this  writer,  fir  ft  in  the  compilation  of  his  precur- 
iive  evidence,  and  afterwards  of  a  J^j/arto  volume  on 
Genealogy,  mult  doubtlefs  have  been  fupported  by 
no  common  incentives.  Nothing  lefs  than  the 
bright  object  of  being  heir- apparent  and  rcpre- 
fentative  of  the  Cardinal  de  York,  can  eaiily  ac- 
count for  the  phenomenon.  Whoever  takes  the 
trouble  to  compare  the  preface,  with  the  very  cir- 
cumtlantial  lummarv,  printed  in  Italics,  at  the 
clofe  of  the  volume  (l),  will  be  convinced,  that 
the  object  in  queftion  firft  fired  his  ambition, 
and  that  the  fame  great  idea  all  along  animated 
his  diligence,  and  fweetened  his  labours. 

Of 

(k)  Salluft,  in  delineating  ambition  and  avarice,  the  two 
great  vice.-,  that  allailed  the  city  of  Rome,  and  foon  wrought* 
the  downtal  of  the  manners,  fpeaks  of  the  former  as  by  the 
far  more  noble  and  generous  pillion  :  Sed  .prima  magis 
ambitio,  quam  ovaritia,  animos  hominum  cxerctbat :  quod 
tamen  vitium  propius  virtutem  crat,  Sec.  Bell.  Catilin. 
c.  II. 

(l)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts  p.  38.],  3S5. 


[   '9  1 

Of  the  precife  period,  when  this  interesting 
profpecl:  firft  opened  on  his  mind,  we  are  not  in- 
formed. If  chronological  curiofity,  however, 
may  indulge  a  conjecture,  from  the  fimple  and 
truly  "  unvarnifhed  tale"  he  has  told  of  himlelf 
and  his  fair  friend  in  the  preface  (m),  his  inqui- 
ries were  commenced  foon  after  the  year  17S7; 
the  time  when  the  memorable  and  important 
u  bundle  of  papers"  were  received  from  the  hands- 
of  that  very  amiable,  accomplished,  and  active  di- 
recirefs  of  his  -undertaking.  In  thefe  dark  and 
doubtful  regions,  this  feemed,  in  effect,  to  have 
been  the 

Donum 

Fatalis  virgre,  longo  pofl  tempore  vifum  (n). 

Nor 

(m)  Genealog.  Hill,  of  the  Stewarts,    in  pref.   p.  7 — 11. 

(n)  Virg.  iEneid.  Lib.  vi.  408.  The  memorable  "  bun- 
"  die  of  papers"  contained  the  charter  by  the  Earl  of  Dou- 
glas, to  John  de  Park,  in  the  beginning  of  the  15th  century, 
(fo  well  known  in  the  fequel),  which,  as  it  appears,  was 
among  the  firft  things  that  gave  rife  to  the  genealogical  re- 
fcarches  of  our  author,  and  may  furely,  therefore,  be  con- 
iidered,  with  far  better  reafon,  asdeferving  of  the  exprcflive 
epithet  of  fatalis,  than  the  golden  branch  of  Virgil.  Nor 
will  the  longo  pojl  tempore  vifum  feem  lefs  appropriate  to 
the  difcerning  reader,  when  he  is  informed,  that  this  cele- 
brated charter,  after  having  been,  in  all  likelihood,  abftract- 
ed  from  Lord  Galloway's  charter-cheft,  near  a  century  ago, 
palled  through  various  hands  ;  till  it  was  thus  accidentally 
brought  to  light  at  lafl,  and  ufefully  employed  in  the  fer- 
vice  of  its  original  owner.  See  p.  65,  of  this  Letter,  note  (l), 
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Nor  did  the  genealogical  hero,  thus  gifted,  deem 
himfelf  lefs  fecure,  than  was  the  Trojan  prince, 
under  the  fafe-condud  of  the  Sibyl.  The  fcat- 
tered  rays  of  archaeologic  light,  which  with  much 
indufy-y  he  (truck  out,  and  laboured  to  concen- 
trate to  one  point,  ferved  only  to  difplay  the  nu- 
merous obftacles  on  all  fides  riling  up  to  obftrucl 
his  progrefs.  But,  where  is  the  glory,  (as  more 
than  one  poet  has  obferved),  if  you  difmifs  the 
difficulty,  in  the  greateft  enterprizes  (o)  ?  If 
fome  ftubborn  fads  could  only  be  lubdued  •,  if 
fome  refractory  generations  could  be-  reduced  to 
greater  congruity  of  arrangement,  and  greater 
credibility  of  connection,  there  was  little  doubt 
of  the  fuccefsful  accomplifhment  of  his  wifhes. 

Few  things  it  is  faid,  are  impofiible  to  dili- 
gence'and  ability.  To  the  author  of  the  "  Ge- 
**  nealogical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts"  candour 
never  denied  the  former  ;  and  the  latter  has  been 
claimed  for  him,  by  the  partiality  of  his  admi- 
rers. 

A  journey  to  the  Continent  was  next  project- 
ed.    This,  befides  the  proipect  of  material  infor- 
mation, would  tend  to   give  efficacy  and  import- 
ance 

(o)      Ote%  la  difficult*,  et  voits  ott%  la  gioire, 
faid  Voltaire,    in   fpeaking  on   this  fwbje£l.     But  a  much 
greater  poet,  three  and  twenty  hundred  years  ago,  expref- 
fed  a  fimilar  fentiment,  and  in  terms  more  characleriftically 
fuhabie  to  the  prefent  occafion  ; 

roLttn  </.£vto;>  i^tyrwen  paw'21. 

Pindar.  Nem.  Od.  xi. 
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ance  to  the  defign.  He  now  "  felt  it  a  /pedes  of 
"  /acred  duty  on  him  to  collect,  from  the  molt  au- 
"  thentic  fources,  the  materials  for  furnifhing  to 
u  the  world  a  true  and  accurate  Genealogical  Hi- 
"  (lory  of  the  Derneley  and  Lennox  families  (p)  ;" 
being  perfuaded,  (as  we  alfo  iincerely  are),  that 
if  not  executed  by  him/eJj ]  "  nothing  of  the  fame 
"  kind  ever  would  be  undertaken  by  any  other 

"  perfon(Qj-" 

Accordingly,  for  the  object  of  the  great  Quarto 
volume  a  diligent  inveftigation  was  fet  on  foot, 
in  the  Scotch  College,  and  the  Chambre  des 
Comptes,  at  Paris.  The  records  of  the  Vatican, 
and  the  office  of  the  Dataria  at  Rome,  furnifhed 
each  fome  notices  of  the  name  of  Stewart.  At 
home,  likewife,  a  Fprofulion  of  materials  was  a- 
mafled,  from  every  corner  of  the  ifland  ;  from 
the  public  repofitories,  as  well  as  the  charter- 
chefts  of  individuals,  (not  forgetting  the  charter- 
oheit  of  Lord  Galloway)  ;  from  the  Tower  of 
London,  the  Regi lie r- Office  at  Edinburgh,  the 
Univerfity  of  Cambridge,  and  the  Britifh  Mu- 
le um. 

When  I  reflecl:,  Sir,  on  the  prodigious  fund  of 
refearch  and  depth  of  erudition,  that  may  be  con- 
tained in  the  compafs  of  a  Quarto  volume,  I  will 
acknowledge,  that  this  method  of  convincing  the 
world  of  the  juftice  of  your  claims,  was  at  leaft 
diftinguilhed  by  fome  addrefs.    Every  one  knows 

how 

(p)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  294,  295. 
(O   Id.  pref.  p..  1%. 
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how  few  there  arc,  who  attempt  to  read  a  genea- 
logical book.  If  we  except  the  inconliderable 
number  of  thofc  who  can  be  interefted  in  the  fub- 
jecl,  fcarcely  any  man,  how  ardent  foever  his  cu- 
riofity,  is  found  to  do  more'  than  perufe  the  title, 
or  perhaps  glance  at  the  preface.  Yet  many,  who 
cannot  be  pcrfuaded  to  read,  will  notwithftanding 
iubmit  to  be  altonifhed.  They  will  give  credit 
to  the  author  for  valt  labour  and  learning  (r); 
and  even,  without  heiitation,  take  it  upon  his 
word,  that  he  is  heir-apparent  and  reprefentative 
the  Cardinal  de  York. 

But  the  admiration  of  thofc  perfons  may  fome- 
what  diminifh,  when  they  learn,  that  this  volume 
is  compoled  of  a  great  proportion  of  matter, 
which,  if  not  extraneous,  is  at  leatt  collateral  and 
irrelevant,  to  the  object  of  the  competition.  The 
main  point  to  be  proved,  the  defcent  of  the  com- 
petitor from  the  firft  Sir  William  Stewart,  feems, 
from  the  manner  it  is  treated,  to-be  imluftrioufly 
kept  from  the  view,  and  is,  in  fid,  buried,  and 
fas  we  have  before  hinted)  nearly  overlaid,  with 
a  moft  difproportionate  weight  of  deeds  and  char- 
ters. It  is  true,  in  the  minute  deduction  of  the 
previous  generations,  you  have  made  fome  points 
clearer,  that  were  clear  before  :  Yet,  by  purpofe- 
ly  enlarging  your  ground,  you  have  declined  the 

conflict 

(k)  Ilium  pro  litcrato  pUriqut  l:uid:indum  duxerunt,  quum 
ille  tuzniis  quibufdam  anilibus  cccupatus,  inter  ludicra  litera- 
rifi  C0Tifa;cfccrct. 

Jul.  Capitolin.  in  Vit.  Alb.  ad  Conft.  Aug. 


[   *3   ] 

conflict  of  clofer  argument ;  thus  artfully  endea- 
vouring to  divert  our  attention  from  the  defective 
evidence  of  your  own  defcent  from  Sir  William 
Stewart. 

Since  the  publication  of  thefe  arguments,  no  re- 
ply has  appeared,  on  the  part  of  the  Earl  of  Gal- 
loway ;  and  the  writer,  as  it  is  faid,  pleafes  him- 
felf  with  the  fancy  that  none,  on  that  account,  can 
be  made.  As  in  common  altercations,  fo  it  often 
happens  in  literary  quarrels.  The  longed  and 
the  loudeft  fpeaker  in  the  former,  fometimes  bears 
away  the  prize  from  the  founder  difputant.  Hf 
who  is  furTered  to  have  the  lajl  word,  is  too  apt  to 
mifinterpret  the  filence,  into  the  unqueftionable 
conviction,  and  overthrow  of  his  adverfary. 

Let  us  now,  Sir,  turn  to  the  Earl  of  Galloway, 
and  fee  if  we  can  dif cover,  in  his  conduct,  or  his 
Hate  of  evidence,  greater  fimplicity  of  procedure, 
or  greater  ftrength  of  reafoning. 

It  is,  I  believe,  more  than  three  years,  fince  this 
nobleman,  alarmed  with  the  rumour,  and  prompt- 
ed by  the  activity  of  your  inveftigations,  thought 
it  full  time  to  direct  a  fearch,  more  diligent  than 
heretofore,  to  be  made  into  the  archives  of  his  fa- 
mily. His  caufe,  notwithstanding  the  ftate  of  evi- 
dence you  had  then  publifhed,  he  did  not  think 
quite  defperate  ;  and  Mr  Williams,  the  gentleman 
who  drew  up  the  counter  ftate  of  proofs,  we  have 
already  mentioned  (s),  was  now  employed  to  take 

.  the 


(s)  Seep.  4. 
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the  field,  with  every  reinforcement  of  evidence 
and  argument.  With  good  reafon  believing  him- 
felf,  after  the  Italian  Cardinal,  to  be  the  male- 
reprefentative  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart,  Lord  Gal- 
loway found,  that  the  progreflion  of  his  titles*was 
far  from  being  defective  ;  although  feveral  docu- 
ments, which,  it  is  abudantly  clear,  exifted  in  the 
commencement  of  the  prefent  century,  feemed 
now  unfortunately  to  be  mi  (laid  (i).  The  ex- 
treme liberality,  if  not  the  imprudence,  of  his  pre- 
deceflbrs,  had  permitted  to  Symfon,  Crawford,  and 
.other  antiquaries,  not  only  to  examine,  but  even 
carry  away,  what  papers  they  pleafed,  from  the 
family  charter-chelt  ;  and  not  a  few  of  thefe  they 
unwarrantably  neglected  to  return.  Hence,  many 
proofs  of  the  lineage  of  the  Earls  of  Galloway, 
that  appeared  fatisfacl ory  to  them,  are  now  loft  or 
inacceffible. 

Of  the  fearch  thus  begun,  the  fuccefs,  however, 
was  important  and  confiderable ;  both  when  we 
allow  for  the  diftance  of  nearly  five  hundred  years, 
and  for  the  ftate  of  a  country  lefs  polifhed  by  arts, 
than  perhaps  any  other  in  Europe  ;  whofe  refllefs 
inhabitants,  if  nut  engaged  in  foreign  war,  were 
generally  dillracled  by  domeftic  hoftilities.  The 
refult  of  the  whole  was  Hated,  with  great  dili- 
gence 

(i)  See  View  of  the  Evidence  fur  the  Earl  of  Galloway, 
p.  25.  The  patent,  by  King  James  VI.  by  which  Sir  Alex- 
ander Stewart  was  created  Lord  Garlies,  an.  1607,  may  be 
properly  appealed  to,  as  a  confirmation  of  this  fentiment. 
In  the  grant,  the  origin  of  the  family  is  clearly  traced  to  the 
Houfe  of  Lennox,  as  a  fact  then  well  known  andeftabliihed. 
See  the  patent  in  Appendix,  No  I. 
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gence,  by  Mr  Williams,  and  exhibited  a  body  of 
evidence  not  more  remarkable  for  its  perfpicuity, 
than  the  keen  acutenefs  with  which  it  was  drawn 
up.  Here  was  no  Quarto  volume  to  aftonim  the 
public.  A  moderate  pamphlet,  even  without  the 
formality  of  a  title  page  to  introduce  it,  was  cir- 
culated among  the  friends  of  the  Noble  Earl,  or 
among  others,  who  might  be  conlldered  as  interelt- 
ed  in  the  conceit.. 

In  laying  before  the  reader  the  fubftance  of  this 
accurate  memoir,  as  far  as  it  regards  the  preflnt 
competition,  I  (hall  adopt  a  method  different  from 
that  ufually  followed  by  genealogifts.  Taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  intereli  and  animation  of  a  pcrfonal 
addrefs,  I  (hall,  for  the  moil  part,  decline  the  irk- 
fome  practice,  of  loading  the  narrative  with  a  fpe- 
cification  of  the  proofs  on  which  it  reits.  The 
continuity  of  the  former  (hall  be  preferred  entire, 
while  the  latter  is  exhibited  at  the  bottom  of  the 
page.  In  this  manner,  the  general  reader  (if  any 
fuch  may  perufe  thefe  meets)  will  be  enabled  to 
gratify  his  curiofity,  without  exhaufting  his  pati- 
ence ;  and  he  who  feels  himfelf  more  directly  con- 
cerned, may,  with  little  trouble,  confult  fuch  refe- 
rences, as  molt  probably  will  leave  no  doubt  in  his 
mind. 

As  we  have  already,  Sir,  taken  the  liberty  to  re- 
prebend  the  difproportioned  extent  of  your  genea- 
logical excurfions  into  , the  12th  century,  lb  we 
mult  now  notice  the  defective  nature  of  Lord  Gal- 
loway's memoir,  in  a  contrary  refpedt ;  it  being 
wholly  deftitute  of  introductory  matter,  at  lealt  of 
D  matter 
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matter  of  the  genealogical  fpecies.  The  author, 
indeed,  goes  mod  directly  to  the  point.  He  opens 
his  performance  with  an  account  of  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  Jed  worth,  and  accurately  traces  the 
fucceflion  down  to  the  prefent  generation  of  the 
family  of  Galloway.  Every  reader,  however,  is 
not  a  genealogift  ;  and,  on  that  account,  it  may  be 
proper  here  to  afcend  a  little  higher  than  this  emi- 
nent perfon  in  the  14th  and  15th  centuries.  By 
thefe  means,  both  the  view  of  his  extraction  will 
be  rendered  more  complete,  and  the  relation  dif- 
played  which  his  pofterity  now  bear  to  other  fa- 
milies. 

Alexander,  the  fixth  Lord  High  Steward  of 
Scotland,  and  great-grandfather  to  King  Robert  II. 
(the  firit  prince  of  the  Houfe  of  Steward)  died 
A.  D.  1283,  and  left  a  numerous  progeny.  Of 
his  fons,  James,  the  eldeft,  fuceeeded,  of  courfe,  to 
his  father's  honours.  The  fecond,  afterwards  de- 
iigned  *  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill,  having  mar- 
ried the  heirefs  of  that  eltate,  had  feven  fons  ;  and 
an  exteniive  race,  of  which  thefe  became  the  pro- 
genitors, forms,  as  we  have  already  laid,  the  mod 
ancient  families  of  the  Stewart  name  Sir  John 
fell,  gallantly  righting  at  the  battle  of  Falkirk,  an. 
1298  (t).     His  funs  were  as  follow  : 

I.  Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of  Bonkill.  He 
was  created  Earl  of  Angus  by  King  Robert  Bruce, 

an. 


(t)  See  Hemmingford,  T.  1.  p.  105.    Lord  Hades's  An- 
nals, p.  260. 
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iin.  1327  fu),  and  was  predeceflbr  to  the  Earls  of 
that  name,  of  the  Stewart  line.  This  family  be- 
came extinct,  an.  1377,  when  the  titles  panned  into 
the  Houfe  of  Douglas. 

II.  Sir  Alan  Stewart  of  Dreghorn  ;,  who 
attended  Edward  Bruce  to  the  war  in  Ireland,  an. 
1315  (v);  and  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Halli- 
donhill,  1333.  From  him  have  fprung  the  Lords 
Darnley  and  Aubigny,  the  Earls  and  Dukes  of 
Lennox,  and  Earls  of  Galloway,  with  the  cadets 
of  the  latter  ;  the  Stuarts  of  Cafllemiik,  and  their 
defcendants  of  Arthurley,  and  Torrance  ;  likewiie 
thofe  of  Hallrig,  Rails,  and  Barfcube.  iVfter  the 
union  of  this  with  the  Dalfwinton  line,  the  follow- 
ing families  like  wife  came  from  the  fame  flock, 
namely,  that  of  the  Lords  Blantyre  and  Bleffing- 
ton,  together  with  the  Stewarts  of  Barclay,  Phif- 
gill,  and  Caftleitewart.  Of  Henry  Lord  Darnley, 
who,  an.  1565,  married  Mary  Queen  of  Scots,  no 
male  offspring  now  remains,  except  Henry  Cardi- 
nal dc  York;  after  whom,  this  branch  will  be  re- 
prefented  by  the  Earl  of  Galloway. 

III.  Sir  Walter  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton  and 
Gairlies.   He  likewiie  accompanied  Edward  Bruce 

in 


(u)  Rymer,  Feed.  Angl.  T.  2.  Dalrymp.  Colled:,  p.  394. 

(v)  Hollinihed's  Chronicle  of  Ireland,  p.  67,  68.  Sym- 
fon's  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  64.  Duncan  Stewart,  p.  151, 
Fordun,  Scotichron.  L.  xin.  28, 
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in  the  expedition  to  Ireland  (x).  His  great-grand- 
daughter Marion,  heirefs  of  Dalfwinton,  married 
Sir  John,  eldeit.  ion  to  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed- 
worth  and  Caftlemilk,  and  thereby  united  this 
branch  with  a  cadet  of  the  foregoing  race..  It  is 
at  preient  reprciented  by  the  Earl  of  Galloway. 

IV.  Sir  James  Stewart  of  Prcfton  and  War- 
wickhill  (y).  He  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Hal- 
lidonhill,  an.  1333  (z).  Of  him  are  defcended  the 
Stewarts  of  Lorn  and  Innermeath,  and  the  Earls 
of  Athol,  Buchan,  and  Traquair,  of  the  name  of 
Stewart;  as  alio  the  Stewarts  of  Gairntully,  In- 
nernyty,  Balked,  Balcajky,  Fundeynet,  Rofyth, 
Kirkhill,  Kinnaird  ;  like  wife  thofe  of  Appin,  Ard- 
ihcil,  Stratbgary,  Auchnaguone,  Fafnacloich,  In- 
nernaheil,  Balcheillis  and  Innerduring. 

V.  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Daldon  (a).  This 
fori  was  likewife  killed  at  the  battle  of  Hallidon- 
bill,  an.  1333,  but  left  no  ifiue  (b). 

VI. 


(x)  Hollinfncd'b   Chron.  p.  63.      Haddinton's   Collect. 
Symibn,  p.  6j.     Duncan  Stewart,  p.  16c. 

(y)  Haddinton's  Qolleft.    Symfon,  p.  64.    Duncan  Stew- 
art, 168. 

(z)  Fordun,  Scoiichron.  L.  xm.  28. 

(a)  See  Lord  Hailes's  Annals,  v.  2.  p.  307. 

(2)  Fordun,  Scotichron.  L.  xm.  28.     Duncan  Stewart, 
p.  197. 
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VI.  Sir  Robert  Stewart  of  Daldiie  ;  who,  to- 
gether with  his  two  brothers,  Sir  Alan  and  Sir 
Hugh,  accompanied  Edward  Brace  to  the  war  in 
Ireland,  an.  131$.  He  was  prefent,  an.  13 18,  at 
the  battle  of  Dundalk  (c).  His  grandfon,  Sir 
Alan  Steuart,  obtained  the  lands  of  Allanton,  in 
Lanerkfhire  ;  and  from  him  have  fprung  the  Steu- 
arts  of  Allanton,  and  their  various  defcendants, 
viz.  thofe  of  Kirkfield  and  Coltnefs,  Goodtrees, 
Weftfhield,  Collernie,  Weftbarns,  Allanbank  and 
Mitch  am;  as  alio  the  Steuarts  of  Hartwood,  Car- 
barns, &-C. 

VII.  Sir  Hugh  Stewart.  It  does  not  appear 
that  this  fon  had  any  addition,  or  defignation  *  ; 
neither  did  he  acquire  any  landed  property.  He 
accompanied  his  three  brothers,  Sir  Alan,  Sir  Wal- 
ter, and  Sir  Robert,  to  Ireland ;  but  died,  like  Sir- 
John,  without  iflue  (d). 

Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill  had,  belides  feven 
fons,  one  daughter,  Ifabella,  married  to  Thomas 
Randolph  Earl  of  Moray  ;  to  whom  me  brought 
the  barony  *  of  Garlies. 

Of  thefe  fix  heads  of  families,  our  prefent  buli- 
nefs  is  with  Sir  Alan  only,  the  fecond  brother, 
who  was  anceftor  of  the  family  of  Caftlemilk,  as 
well  as  to  that  of  Lord  Galloway. 

Sir 

(c)  Hollinlhed's  Chron.  p.  67,  68.  Duncan  Stewart, 
p.  199. 

(d)  Hollinlhed's  Chron,  p.  68,  Duncan  Stewart,  p.  149, 

*5°- 
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Sir  Alan  Stewart  of  Dreghorn,  or  Dregern,  in 
Avrihire,  (which  eftate  he  obtained  from  King 
Robert  Bruce)  (e),  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  Hal- 
lidonhill,  an.  1533,  together  with  Sir  John  and  Sir 
James,  as  above  noticed  ;  and,  accordingly,  they 
*i-e  celebrated  by  Fordun,  as  the  three  illuftrious 
brothers,  (tres  incUti  fratres)  who  loft  their  lives 
in  that  unfortunate  action  (f).  Sir  Alan  was  fol- 
lowed by  his  eldctl  fon,  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darn- 
ley  (g).  To  Sir  John  fuccecded  his  brother  Alex- 
ander, about  the  year  1370  ;  and  he  died  foon  af- 
ter. 


(e)  The  charter,  by  which  King  Robert  Bruce  beftowejd 
the  lands  of  Dreghorn  on  Sir  Alan  Stewart,  is  preferved  in 
the  public  records  of  Scotland,  Roll  I.  N*  41.  in  that  deed, 
lie  grants,  ALmo  Senefcallo,  diletlo  ct  fideli  fuo,  pro  homujio 
.  tio  fuo,  o;n>-  1 1  terras  et  lenementum  de  Dreg. 

on,  turn  pertinentiis,  qiutfucruntjohannis  de  Batiol,  Wil 
lielmi  de  Ferraris,  et  Alani  hi  Succ,  wilitum  ;  tenendas  ct  ha- 
Jiclo  Alano,  ct  harcdibus  fuis,  de  nobis,  ct  hu-rcdibui 
nojlris,  in  fa  Jo  et  hcercditute,  per  omnes  rctlas  metas,  ifc 
Reddendo  frvitium  duorum  a>  chdenentium  in  exercitu  nojiro 
et  tres  fedas  ad  curiam  vicecomitatus  nojirx  apttd  Air,  annu 
pirn,  &.c.  &.c. 

(f)  Fordun,  Scotichron.  L.xiii.  28. 

(G")  Rymer,  Feed.  Angl.  T.  v.  p.  791.  T.  vi.  p.  34 
35l  46,  4*8.  See  alfo  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  where 
the  author,  with  great  diligence,  and  on  evidence  drawn 
from  charters,  has  corrected  an  error  of  fame  writers,  whe 
have  fvvpofed  a  generation  to  intervene  between  Sir  Johr 
Stewart  of  Darnley,  who  was  alive  in  1354  and  1357,  ar* 
Sir  Alan,  killed  at  Hallidonhill,  p.  66— 74, 
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te,r.  Next  followed  Alexander,  the  fori  of  the  lat- 
ter ;  at  whom  it  will  be  proper  to  paufc,  and 
whofe  progeny  it  is  requifite  more  particularly  to 
fpecify. 

Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of  Darnley,  grandfon  to 
Sir  Alan  already  mentioned,  flouiiihed  about  the 
middle  of  the  14th  century.  By  his  marriage  with 
Janet  Keith,  heirefs  of  Galiton  (h),  and  widow  of 
John  Hamilton  of  Roifaven,  he  had  five  fons,  and 
one  daughter ;  as  may  be  feen  by  the  genealogical 
iketch,  fubjoined  to  this  letter  (1).  He  died  be- 
tween 1399  and  1406.  His  eldefl  ion  was  Sir 
John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  who  afterwards  be- 
came fo  eminent  in  France,  as  Conftable  of  the 
Scottifh  army,  and  as  Lord  d'x\ubigny,  and  Count 
d'Evreux ;  and  his  fecond  fon,  Sir  William  Stew- 
art of  Jed  worth  and  Caitlemilk,  who  was  the  im- 
mediate 


(h)  Here  the  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hiflory  of  the 
Stewarts,  has  with  great  accuracy  refuted  two  grofs  mifre- 
prefentations  of  genealogifts  ;  the  nrft,  in  fuppofing  the  ex- 
istence of  but  one  generation  of  the  name  of  Alexander,  in  the 
Darnley  family  ;  and  the  fecond,  in  holding  out  Sir  David 
Hamilton  of  Cadzow  (the  anceftor  of  the  Dukes  of  Hamil- 
ton) inftead  of  John  de  Hamilton  of  Roflaven,  as  the  firft. 
hulband  of  Janet  Keith.  See  a  charter  granted  by  John 
Earl  of  Carrick,  about  the  year  1371,  to  Sir  Alexander 
Stewart  of  Darnle}'  and  Janet  Keith,  occ.  p,  83,  84.  See 
alfo  the  whole  reaibning  on  Janet  Keith',  firft  marriage, 
p.  86—95. 

(1)  See  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  and  two  char- 
ters there  quoted,  by  the  Duke  of  Albany,  the  one  in  1406, 
and  the  other  in  1407.     Public  Records,  Roll  xi,  N°  17. 
md  38. 
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ledktte  aneeftor  both  of  the  Earls  of  Galloway, 
md  the  prefent  Stewarts  of  Caillcmilk,  the  cadets 
of  their  family. 

Having  thus,  Sir,  in  a  fuccinct  manner,  pointed 
out  the  extraction  of  Sir  William  Stewart,  I  fhall 
avoid  all  further  excuriions  into  the  regions  of  ge- 
nealogy. Warned  by  your  example,  I  mall  endea- 
vour to  diiencumber  the  chief  points,  on  which 
the  controverly  turns,  of  every  extraneous  invefti 
ration.  We  are  bound  to  ihow,  by  fubftantial 
evidence,  the  truth  of  the  genealogical  deduction 
juft  now  delivered,  viz.  that  Sir  William  Stewart 
of  Jedworth,  and  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Callle- 
milk,  are  nothing  more  than  different  defcriptions 
of  one  and  the  fame  perfon,  who  was  alio  younger 
brother  to  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley  :  That  Sir 
John,  the  deleft  fon  of  the  former,  married  the 
heirefs  of  Dalfwinton,  of  whom  Lord  Galloway 
is  defcended  :  And,  finally,  That  Sir  William,  the 
Sir  William  Stewart  t\\G  ftcond  oi 
Caftlemilk,  and  the  only  perfon  of  that  name,  w  ith 
whom  you  can  poflibly  con:  pedigree  ol 

your  family. 

For  thefe  purpofes,  we  conceive  that  an  imparl 
tial  review  of  the  principal  tranfactions  in  the  life 
of  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  and  of  his 
two  ions,  will  amply  fuffice,  fuch  as  they  appeal 
in  charters,  or  are  authenticated  by  hiilory  Auc 
the  facts  they  brought  forward  (hall  be  accompa 
nied  with  obfervations,  fuch  as  naturally  tend  tc 
elucidate  the  fubject. 
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Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedvvorth  and  Caftle- 
milk  was  born  probably  fomewhat  fubfequent 
to  the  middle  of  the  14th  century,  and  pro- 
bably about  the  year  1365  (k).  In  1385  he  was 
itill  young,  and  had  not  as  yet  obtained  the 
honour   of  knighthood  (l)  ;     although    we    are 

warranted 

(k)  From  a  charter,  granted  by  John  Earl  of  Carrick, 
(in  which  he  is  defcribed  as  Johannes  illujlris  Regis  Sco- 
torum  primogenitus,  Comes  dc  Carrick,  et  Scnefcallus  Scotia:), 
to  Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of  Darnley,  and  his  fpoufe  Janet 
Keith,  of  the  eftate  of  Gallon,  (which  the  latter  had,  for 
that  purpofe,  configned  into  the  hands  of  the  fupeiior*), 
we  learn,  that  the  marriage  between  her  and  Sir  Alexan- 
der mud  have  taken  place  before  the  year  137 1.  (See  this 
deed  in  the  Regifter  of  Tranfumpts  *  at  Edinburgh).  But 
it  probably  was  about  1360,  or  rather  fooner ;  as,  in  1387, 
we  find  Sir  John,  the  eldeft  fon,  is  "  Lord  of  Caftlemilk." 
(See  p.  49.  of  this  Letter,  Note.)  The  birth  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam, therefore,  may,  from  that  and  various  other  circum- 
stances, be  placed  at  the  period  afligned  to  it  in  the  text. 

(l)  This  we  fee  by  an  original  charter,  granted  by  King 
Robert  II.,  in  which  he  is  defigned*  {imply  William  Stew- 
art of  Jed  worth.  It  is  dated  July  2.  1385,  in  the  14th 
year  of  that  Prince's  reign  ;  (dileclo  et  fidelijjiwo  nojiro,  WiU 
liemo  Stewart  de  JcdworthJ  ;  and  confers  on  him  the  eftate 
of  Synlaws,  in  the  barony  of  Oxynham,  and  county  ot" 
Roxburgh,  vacated  by  the  forfeiture  of  Thomas  Ry dall. 
See  Public  Records,  Roll  via.  No.  22.  An  account,  alfo, 
is  preferved  in  Rymer's  Fcedera,  of  the  diiburtement  of 
money,  remitted  by  the  King  of  France,  to  fubfidize  the 
principal  Scottifh  Chieftains,  1385,  in  which  an  hundred 
Livres  Tonrnois  are  ftated  to  have  been  paid  to  William 
Stewart,  Ca  Guille  Steward,  C.  I.  T.J   torn.  vii.  p.  485. 

E 
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warranted  to  believe,  that  that  rank  was  confer- 
red on  him  previous  to  the  clofe  of  King  Robert 
IIIa'5  reign  (m).  When  an  embafTy  was  lent  to 
England,  an.  1394,  confiding  of  the  Earl  of 
Carrick,  the  Earl  of  Douglas,  and  other  perfons 
of  diftin&ion,  his  name  is  found  among  thofe  of 
the  members  of  that  deputation  ;  and  in  letters 
of  fafe-conduct,  granted  by  Richard  II.,  he  is 
ftyled,  "  Sir  William  Stewart,  Banneret,"  (717/- 
Helmus  Senefcallus  de  Jedworth,  Biifi/n'rettus)(u), 
Knights- Bannerets  were  then  a  fuperior  order  of 
the  knighthood.  They  were  created  in  the  field, 
for  fome  gallant  adtion,  under  the  royal  ftandard, 

and 

(m)  See  Charter  of  Confirmation',  by  King  Robert  III., 
dated  January  4.  139091,  in  the  firft  year  of  his  reign, 
confirming  a  charter  by  John  Tuibull  of  Minto,  to  his  ne- 
phew or  grandfon  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth ;  Do- 
mino IVilliemo  Senefcailo  de  Jedwortb,  Militi,  nepoti  meo. 
A  full  and  correct  tranfumpt*  of  the  original  charter  is  in- 
ferted  in  the  charter  of  confirmation.  Public  Records, 
Roll  ix.  No.  23.  There  is,  likewife,  a  grant  of  Forty 
Merks*  Sterling  (/.  e.  L.  2  :  4  :  5-f)  to  Sir  William  Stew- 
art  of  Jedworth,  for  his  loyalty,  and  perfonal  attachment  to 
Robert  III.,  king  of  Scotland,  and  his  eldetl  fon,  David 
EmI  of  Carrick,  and  Duke  of  Roth  fay  ;  DileBo  et  Jideli 
noftro  IVilliemo  Senefcailo  dc  J '  dxorth,  Militi,  pro  ferviti* 
fuo.  et  /pedal;  reverent  id  fad,  nobis,  et  David  Senefcailo,  pri- 
mo-geni:o  nojlro.  The  date  is  at  the  city  of  Perth,  March 
27  1392-  Public  Records,  Roll  x.  No.  25.  This,  as  an 
inftance  of  royal  munificence,  fufliciently  fhews  the_ great 
value  and  fearcity  of  money  at  that  period. 

(n)  Rymer.  Feed.  Angl.  torn.  yii.  p.  7S5. 


[   35   J 

and  had  the  privilege  of  ranking  as  Barons  of  the 
kingdom. 

The  eftate  of  Jedworth,  the  flrft  property  of 
Sir  William  Stewart,  defcended  to  him  from  Sir 
John  Stewart  of  Bonkill  and  Jedworth,  1296; 
and  feems  in  fact  to  have  been  porTerTed  by  the 
fecond  fon  of  the  Darnley  family  for  nearly  the 
fpace  of  two  centuries.  Sir  Alan  Stewart  of 
Drcghorn,  the  firft  of  that  race,  mentioned  13 16, 
&c.  was  the  fecond  fon  of  Sir  John.  He  had  a 
grant,  as  we  find,  of  feveral  lands  ftill  in  the  pof- 
feffion  of  Lord  Galloway  (o)  ;  and  it  is  more 
than  probable,  that  the  eftate  of  Jedworth  was  al- 
fo  held  by  Sir  Alan,  and  in  a  limilar  manner  de- 
fcended to  his  pofterity. 

Concerning  the  life  of  Sir  William  Stewart, 
hiftory  is  in  a  great  meafure  (ilent.  Few  parti- 
culars relating  to  him  can  be  known,  unlefs  from 
notices  incidentally  prefcrved  in  the  public  re- 
cords, 

(o)  Charter,  by  King  David  II.,  to  "  Alan  Stewart,  fa- 
"  ther  to  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  of  the  lands  of  Crofs- 
"  well,  Drothardeg,  and  part  of  Glengary,  commonly  call- 
"  ed  Knockhill,  in  the  Rinus  of  Galloway."  This  deed  is 
recorded  in  an  authenticated  inventory  of  charters,  in  the 
Britifh  Mufeum,  among  the  Harleian  M.  SS.  No.  4609. 
Alfo,  in  the  fame  inventory,  there  is  a  roll*  of  King  Da- 
vid II.,  marked  F.,  in  which  a  charter  occurs,  "  confirm- 
"  ing  a  grant  by  John  Randolph,  Earl  of  Murray,  to  Wal- 
"  ter  Stewart,  father  of  John  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton,  of  the 
"  lands  of  Garlies,  Glenmannock,  Curfock,  and  Kilker- 
"  mock,  in  vicccomitatu  de  Du?nfries."  See  Evid.  for 
Lord  Galloway,  p.  3.  and  87, — 89.   and  note. 
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cords,  or  in  private  documents  in  the  poiTefiion  of 
particular  families.  Yet  thefe  comprife  a  body 
of  facts,  curious  no  lefs  than  clearly  authentica- 
ted, and  may  be  confidercd  as  fufficiently  nume- 
rous, refpecYmg  a  fingle  individual,  in  fo  uncul- 
tivated an  age,  and  fo  remote  a  period. 

It  appears,  that  this  remarkable  perfon,  as  well 
as  his  brother  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darqley,  con- 
siderably figured  in  both  the  public,  and  private 
tranfa&ions  of  this  era.  In  confequence  of  a 
truce,  for  twenty-five  years,  eftablilhcd,  an.  1396, 
between  thofe  ancient  rivals  the  French  and  Eng- 
U(h,  Scotland,  as  the  faithful  ally  of  the  former, 
of  courie  became  a  party.  Some  important  dif- 
ference?, however,  were  previoufly  to  be  adj lift- 
ed ;  and,  for  that  purpofe,  it  was  thought  pro- 
per  to  appoint  commiilioners  on  either  fide.  Sir 
William  Stewart  was  among  this  number,  on  the 
part  of  the  Scotch.  In  the  commiilion  from  Ro- 
bert III.,  recorded  in  Rymer's  Fcedera,  that 
Prince  addrefTcS  himfclf  to  "  his  trufty  and  well- 
"  beloved  Sit  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  and 
"  Sir  John  de  Romcergny,  Knights,"  empowering 
them  to  act  as  plenipotentiaries,  in  fixing  the  con- 
ditions of  a  pacification  between  the  two  king- 
doms (p).  Not  long  after,  on  the  2d  October 
1397,  an  indenture  was  made,  at  the  Abbey  of 
Dunfermline,    between    *\  Sir  William  Stewart, 

"  John 


(p)  DileEiis  ttfidelibui  fuis  IVillieltno  Scnefcullo  de  Jed- 
'worth,  et  Jobqnni  de  Romcergny,  Militibus.  Rymer.  Foed. 
Angl.  tcm.  viii.  p.  17. 
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"  John  de  Romoergny,  Knights,  Adam  Forrefter, 
"  and  Patrick  de  Lumley,  as  negociators  on  the 
|  part  of  the  Scotch,"  &c.  which  evidently  re- 
lates to  the  fame  bufmefs  (q_). 

Who  the  perfons  were,  here  named  Sir  John  de 
Romoergny,  and  Adam  Forrefter,  is  not  certain  ; 
but  they  probably  were  men  of  confiderable  note, 
as  it  appears  that  they,  as  well  as  Sir  William  de 
Borthwick,  continued  to  be  engaged,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  Sir  William,  in  the  fame  tranfaclions, 
towards  the  clofe  of  the  14th  century  (r). 

In  another  indenture,  made  at  Haudenftank, 
entitled  Indentura  Treugarum  Scotice,  the  above 
truce  was  more  clearly  defined,  and  frefh  commif- 
lioners,  for  arranging  the  conditions,  particularly 
nominated.  The  indenture  is  made  between  Da- 
vid Earl  of  Carrick,  eldeft  fon  of  the  King  of 
Scotland  (Robert  III.),  on  the  one  part,  and  John, 
ion  to  the  King  of  England,  and  Duke  of  Gui- 
enne  and  Lancafter,  on  the  other  part.  The  deed 
imports,  that  thefc  commiffioners  delegate  their 

authority 

(q_)  Rymer.  Feed.  Angl.  tom.viii.  p.  17,  18,  &.c. 

(r)  Befides  the  proofs  of  this,  which  will  hereafter  ap- 
pear, there  is  another,  which  we  may  now  ftate,  viz.  a 
charter,  by  Robert  de  Cochrane,  to  Sir  Henry  Douglas,  of 
the  lands  of  Longnewton,  dated  at  Edinburgh,  May  1. 
1392.  The  witnefles  are,  among  others,  Sir  Alexander 
Lyndfay,  Sir  William  Stewart,  and  Adam  Forrefler.  The 
deed  is  preferved  in  Macfarlane's  collection  of  charters, 
p.  40,  (in  the  Advocates  Library,  Edinburgh.) 
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authority  to  "  Meffieurs  William  Lindefay,  IYH- 
*'  liam  Stewart,  et  Joan  de  Romoergny,  Cbeva- 
"  Ifcrs"  with  full  power  to  them,  to  bring  the 
negotiation  to  a  fpeedy  iffue ;  and  this,  in  fact, 
the  addrefs  and  diligence  of  Sir  William  and 
his  afibciates  feem  ere  long  to  have  accomplifh. 
ed(sj. 

In  the  month  of  October  of  the  fame  year,  and 
at  the  fame  place,  a  meeting  was  held,  relative  to 
the  arrangement  of  the  ranfoms,  and  the  enlarge- 
ment, of  the  prifoners  taken  during  the  late  in- 
curfions  on  the  borders.  The  Earl  of  Douglas, 
Warden  of  the  Middle  Marches*,  named,  as  fure- 
ties  for  his  performance  of  the  treaty,  Sir  Richard 
Rutherford,  and  Sir  William  Stewart,  K/iigbts, 
together  witli  Walter  Scott,  Thomas  Turnbull, 
and  Robert  de  Lauder  (t). 

Among  a  people  equally  fierce  and  uncivilized, 
it  was  not  to  be  imagined,  that  the  formalities  of 
negociation  could  check  private  animofity,  or  pet- 
ty hoftilities.  The  minutes  *  of  a  convention  are 
Hill  preferved,  dated  26th  October  1398,  between 
Sir  William  de  Borthwick,  Sir  John  de  Romoer- 
gny. Knights,  and  Adam  Forreiter,  Commiffion- 
ers  of  a  high  and  mighty  Prince,  the  King  of 
Scotland  ;  and  Sir  John  Bullie,  Sir  Henry  Graham, 
Knights,  Meffieurs  William  Fereley  and  Lawrence 

Drew, 


(s)  See  Rymer.  Feed.  Angl.  torn.  viii.  p.  35.  The  inden- 
ture is  dated  16th  March  1398. 

(t)  See  the  minutes*  of  this  convention,  Rymer.  Foe*!. 
Angl.  torn.  viii.  p.  54. 
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Drew,  Commiffioners  of  a  high  and  mighty  Prince, 
the  King  of  England  (u),  &c. 

In  this  convention,  a  complaint  was  preferred, 
by  Sir  Philip  Stanley,  againft  the  fon  of  the  Earl 
of  Douglas,  and  feveral  others,  particularly  Sir 
William  Stewart,  then  prefent  in  the  meeting. 
The  complaint  let  forth,  that,  pending  a  truce  be- 
tween the  two  kingdoms,  thefe  lawlefs  perfons  had 
broken  down  the  bridge,  and  demolifhed  the  walls 
of  Roxburgh,  attacking  the  town,  and  fetting  the 
hay  and  fuel  on  fire,  to  the  lofs  and  detriment  of 
two  thoufand  pounds  to  the  inhabitants.  Sir  Wil- 
iam,  being  called  upon  to  juftify  his  conduct,  re- 
plied, that,  as  to  the  demolition  of  the  bridge,  and 
Durning  the  forage,  his  chief*  (meaning  Archi- 
bald, fon  to  the  Earl  of  Douglas)  avowed  that  it 
lad  been  done  by  his  directions ;  under  an  idea, 
*s  it  was  Scottifh  property,  that  an  infringement 
jf  the  pacification  could  not  thereby  be  implied. 
Whether  the  action  was  ftrictly  legal,  he  faid, 
le  mould  not  prefume  to  determine.  He  chear- 
ully  referred  it  to  the  Lords  Commiffioners  ;  who, 
f  they  concurred  in  a  difapprobation  of  the  act, 
;omplete  reftitution  fhould  certainly  be  made.  In 
egard  to  the  demoliihing  the  walls,  and  the  inju- 
ies  inflicted  on  the  inhabitants  of  Roxburgh,  they 
vere  the  effect  of  the  unruly  difpofition  of  a  tu- 
nultuous  foldiery,  and  as  fincerely  regretted  by  his 
:hief  *  himfclf,  as  they  were  felt  by  the  complain- 
ants. 

(u)  Rymer,  Feed.  Angl.  torn.  viii.  p.  54. 
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ants.  Averfe,  Sir  William  added,  as  that  noble 
perfon  was  to  give  caufelefs  offence,  or  commit  un- 
juftifiable  violence,  he  would  be  found  ready  when 
called  upon,  to  give  every  fatisfaclion  for  the  out- 
rage. The  final  determination  of  this  difpute  be- 
ing referred,  by  the  deputies,  to  the  principal 
Commiflioners,  every  thing  appears  to  have  been 
amicably  fettled.  The  projected  truce  fuffered  nc 
interruption  :  For  we  (hall  immediately  fee,  thai 
on  the  6th  November  following,  the  Earl  of  Dou- 
glas was  nominated  guarantee,  and  Sir  William 
Stewart  one  of  the  conservators  of  the  peace,  foi 
the  weftern  borders. 

For  this  purpofe,  on  the  day  juft  now  mention- 
ed, a  convention  was  held  at  Lochmaben.  The 
Scottifh  Commiflioners  there  were  nearly  the  fame 
as  at  the  former  meeting,  viz.  Sir  William  de 
Borthwick,  Knight,  together  with  Richard  de 
Gordon  ;  and  the  fame  Sir  John  Buflie,  and  Sii 
Henry  Graham,  Knights,  and  Meffrs  William 
Fereley,  and  Lawrence  Drew,  on  the  part  of  the 
Englilh  Monarch.  By  them  it  was  agreed,  that 
the  treaty  in  thefe  parts  ihould  be  ftricily  obfer- 
ved,  and  the  prifoners  taken  on  either  fide  faith- 
fully reftored.  Sureties  were  then  named  for  pre- 
ferving  the  peace,  throughout  the  Earl's  "  bounds* 
"  of  Douglas,"  for  the  weft  march*  of  Scotland. 
Accordingly,  Sir  John  de  Johnfton  (anceftor  of  the 
Marquis  of  Annandale)  Sir  John  de  Carlifle,  Sir 
IVilliam  Stewart  of  Cajllemilk,  Knights,  Harbart 

de 
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• 

de  Cerry,  and  other  perfons,  were  appointed  to 
that  honourable  office  (v). 

Sir  William  Stewart,  on  this  occafion,  feems  to 
have  been  defigned  *  "  of  Caftlemilk,"  becaufe 
his  eftate  To  called  was  iituated  on  the  weftern 
borders  of  the  kingdom,  for  the  peace  of  which  he 
was  refponfible,  in  the  fame  manner  as  he  had  be- 
come furety  on  the  middle  marches  *,  on  account 
of  his  eltate  of  Jed  worth  (x).  Sir  William  de 
Borthwick,  Sir  John  Butiie,  &cc.  were  Commiifion- 
ers  on  the  one  occalion,  as  well  as  on  the  other,  as 
has  been  already  flated.  The  Earl  of  Douglas  was 
warden  of  both  marches  *  ;  and  it  is  natural  to 
conclude,  that  Sir  William  Stewart,  having  pro- 
perty in  both  diftridts,  mould  be  nominated  con- 
fervator  of  the  peace  in  both. 

The  fact  is,  in  the  monuments  which  fubfilt 
concerning  this  period,  we  find,  that  Sir  William 
Stewart  is  defcribed  in  feveral  different  ways ;  as 
Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  Sir  William  Stewart,  She- 
riff of  Teviotdale,  or  limply  Sir  William  Stewart ; 
F  which 

(v)  The  minutes  *  of  this  convention  form  an  important 
document,  and  are  likevvife  preferved  in  Rymer's  Foedera 
torn.  viii.  p.  j8,  50).  The  other  fureties,  for  the  preferva- 
:ion  of  the  peace,  befides  thofe  named  in  the  text,  were  John 
.le  Carruthers,  John  de  Glendonwyne,  Nichol  Litil,  Alex- 
mder    Armyftrong,  Geffrey   Armyfirong,    Davy   Army- 

ong,  and Nickfon  ;  probably  perfons  of  property  and 

influence  in  the  diftricl. 

(x)  See  above,  p.  36. 
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which  Lift,  from  the  celebrity  he  had  acquired, 
might  frequently  be  deemed  fufficient.  It  is  true, 
there  were,  in  the  fame  era,  two  other  perfons  of 
the  name  of  William  Stewart  ;  and  it  will  appear, 
in  the  fequel,  that  it  is  proper  to  afcertain  that  cir- 
cumftance.  But  it  may  be  obferved,  wherever  the 
name  of  Sir  William  of  jedworth,  brother  to  Sir 
John  Stewart  of  Darnley  occurs,  that  it  uniformly 
occurs  under  fo  unquejlionable  afiape,  as  clearly  to 
identify  him  to  any  man  pofiefled  but  of  common 
impartiality  ;  whofe  judgment  has  not  been  warp- 
ed by  the  force  of  his  pailions ;  and  who  has  no 
favourite  theory  to  fupport,  of  which  the  exi Hence 
would  be  deftroyed  by  an  admifiion  of  the  fact. 

I  fhall  here  remark,  Sir,  that  in  adopting  thefe 
different  designations  *  or  additions,  Sir  William 
Stewart  did  nothing  more  than  was  confident  with 
the  uniform  practice  of  the  age  in  which  he  lived. 
With  men  of  rank  in  Scotland  it  was  common  to 
aflume  them,  according  to  the  various  tranfaclions 
in  which  they  chanced  to  be  engaged,  or  as  thefe 
were  connected  with  various  parts  of  their  landed 
property.  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Garlics %  for  ex- 
ample, in  a  charter,  dated  January  13.  1458,  is  de- 
figned*  "  Sir  William  Stewart  of Minto /'  while, 
in  the  very  next  charter  in  the  public  records,  he 
is  defcribed  as  "  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Dalfwin- 
"  ton"  (y).     Here  arc,  therefore,  three  diiieren 

defignation 


: 


(\J  Thefe   two  charters   not  only  fhnd  together  in  the 
public  records,  but   they  are  dated  on  the  very  fame  day, 

vis. 
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defignations  *  of  the  fame  perfon.  The  repeated 
initances  of  a  fimilar  practice  adduced  by  yourfelf, 
in  different  parts  of  your  work,  are  fufficient  to 
eftabliih  the  point ;  nor  mould  I  now  have  bellow- 
ed upon  it  more  than  a  curfory  obfervation,  had 
not  you,  with  the  ftrangeft  inconfiftency,  denied, 
to  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth  and  Caftle- 
milk,  the  fame  harmlcfs  privilege,  which  you  fo 
readily  grant  to  every  other  individual,  whether 
connected,  or  unconnected  with  his  family. 

Indeed,  the  documents  which  prove  that  Sir 
William  Stewart  is  actually  defcribed  by  the  dif- 
ferent additions  above  mentioned,  are  fo  abundant, 
that  the  difficulty,  with  a  writer,  lies  in  the  felec- 
tion,  rather  than  in  the  fearch  of  evidence,  where- 
with to  fupport  his  argument.  In  confirmation  of 
the  feveral  proofs  already  exhibited,  and  of  others 

that 

viz.  13th  January  1458.  I.  A  charter  of  the  lands  of  Synlaws 
(formerly  granted  to  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  an. 
1385,)  and  of  Myrbottil,  &c.  in  Roxburghfhire,  in  favour 
of  Alexander  Stewart,  fon  and  heir-apparent  of  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  Mintc,  Knight,  and  Elizabeth,  his  fpouie,  and 
the  heirs-male  procreated,  or  to  be  procreated,  betwixt 
them;  whom  *  failing,  to  Alexander  Stewart's  neareft  heir- 
male,  on  the  refignation  of  Sir  William  Stewart  his  father. 
II.  A  charter,  by  King  James  II.  of  the  lands  of  Dalfwin- 
ton,  Garlies,  Myrbottil,  Minto,  Howpaflet,  &c.  to  Alexan- 
der Stewart,  fon  and  heir-apparent  of  Sir  William  Stewart 
of Dalfwinton,  (filio  et  haredi  apparent i  dile&i  nojlri  Wil~ 
lielmi  Stewart  de  Dalfwinton,  mtlitis)  on  the  refignation  of 
Sir  William  Stewart,  his  father.  See  Public  Records,  b.  v. 
ch.  35,  56.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  this  was  Sir  Wil-' 
ham  Stewart  alfo  of  Garlies.  * 
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that  will  appear  in  the  fequel,  a  few  may  not  im- 
properly be  ftated  in  this  place. 

There  is  ftill  extant,  and  in  the  porTeflion  of  the 
Wifhaw  family  in  Lanerkfhire,  an  original  de- 
creet *  of  the  Baron  *  Court  of  Camnethan,  held 
October  13th  1390,  before  Sir  Alexander  Stewart, 
lord  of  the  barony  *.  The  witneffes  prefent  were 
Sir  William  Sommerville  of  Carnwath,  Sir  John 
Hamilton  of  Rofs,  Sir  William  Stewart,  Alexander 
Stewart  of  Galfton,  and  Robert  Stewart  (z).   "  Ro- 

u  bert 


(z)  This  original  paper  belonged  to  Mr  Hamilton  of  Wi- 
fhaw, that  well  known  and  intelligent  antiquary,  who  lived 
about  the  beginning  of  the  prefent  century.  Being  very 
curious  in  collecting  ancient  writings,  it  is  probable  he  ob- 
tained it  from  the  family  of  Camnethan,  in  the  fame  neigh- 
bourhood. The  Baron  *  Court  of  Camnethan  in  queftion 
was  held  at  the  Quarrel  Hill,  on  the  13th  October  1390, 
Coram  Domino  Alexand.ro  Senefcallo,  Domino  diclce  baronia, 
at  the  inftance  of  Sir  Alexander,  againft  John  Franks  de 
Frankefland,  who  obtained  abfolvitor  *  on  the  verdift  of  an 
inqueft.  The  decreet  *  bears,  that  the  witneffes  prefent  with 
Sir  Alexander,  on  this  occafion,  were 
Nobilcs  el  potcntes  : 
Dominus  IVillielmus  SomerveJ,  Dominus 

de  Carnwjtbf 
'Johannes  de  Hamyltoi:,  Dominus  d> 
IVillielmus  Sen  e/c  alii, 

^enefcall,  Dominus  de  Gallijlon 

Robert  us  Senefcall. 

IVillielmus  de  Montgomery,  ct  Hugo  Akejlon,  cum  aliis  tejl, 

bus,  ad  premijf.  vocat.  fpecialiter  ct  rogat.     The  bufinefs, 

which   gave  rife  to  this  meeting,  appears  to  have  been  of 

fome 


minus 

j>   Milites. 
ic  Rofs,  J 


. 
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"  bert  Stewart,  fon  to  Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of 
"  Darnley,"  is  mentioned  in  a  charter  1397,  pre- 
ferred in  the  Chartulary  of  Paifley  (a).  Alexan- 
der Stewart,  here  defigned  *  of  Galfton,  or  Galli- 
fton,  is  like  wife  frequently  fpoken  of  as  a  fon  of 
that  family  b)  ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt,  but 
that  Sir  William  Stewart,  who,  on  other  occafions, 

is 


fome  pecuniary  confequence  to  Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of 
Darnley,  who,  in  the  decree,  is  ftyled  "  Lord  of  the  Baro- 
"  ny  *  of  Camnethan."  It  appears,  Hkewife,  that  he  was 
actually  prefent,  and  furrounded  by  fome  of  his  neareft  re- 
lations. 

(a)  See  Father  Hay's  Collections,  in  the  Advocates  Li- 
brary at  Edinburgh,  (Chart,  of  Paifley,  p.  239,  240.) 
wherein  we  find,  that  there  is  a  grant,  an.  1397,  by  John 
Blair  of  Adamtown,  to  the  Monks  of  Paifley.-  To  this 
deed  one  of  the  witnefles  is  Robert  Stewart,  defcribed  as 
"  fon  to  Sir  Alexander  Stewart,  Knight,  Lord  of  Darnley." 
There  is,  alfo,  another  charter,  in  the  pofleflion  of  Lockhart 
of  Lee,  by  Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of  Darnley,  in  favour  of 
Robert  Stewart,  his  fon,  and  the  heirs-male  of  his  body,  &c. 
of  the  eftate  of  Newton  of  Wyftown  in  Lanerkfhire,  about 
the  year  1399.  See  Genealog.  Hid.  of  the  Stewarts, 
p.  98. 

(b)  Befides  the  decree  of  the  Baron*  Court  of  Camne- 
than, there  is  a  charter,  granted  by  Sir  John  Stewart  of 
Darnley  (eldeft  fon  to  Sir  Alexander)  to  John  de  Hamilton, 
in  the  beginning  of  the  15th  century;  in  which  Alexander 
Stewart,  one  of  the  witnefTes,  is  defcribed  as  brother  of  Sir 
John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  tHe  granter  of  the  charter.  Ge- 
nealog. Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  99,  10c 
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is  defcribed  of  Jedworth,  was  likewife  fon  to  Sh 
Alexander  Stewart  of  Darnley.  As  the  author  o 
the  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts  himfell 
quotes  the  document  in  queftion,  in  order  tc 
prove,  that  one  of  the  above  witnefTes  was  Sii 
William,  fon  to  Sir  Alexander  Stewart  (c),  I  mail 
not  add  another  word  on  the  fubjecl. 

There  is  preferved,  in  the  public  archives  at 
Edinburgh,  a  charter  of  confirmation  *,  by  King 
Robert  III.,  dated  January  4th  1390-91,  in  the  firft 
year  of  that  Prince's  reign,  confirming  a  charter  by 
John  Turnbull  of  Minto,  to  his  grandfon,  or  his 
nephew,  Sir  JViUiam  Stewart  of  Jedworth  (d).  In 
the  charter-cheft  of  Lord  Minto,  wc  find  a  noto- 
rial *  instrument,  dated  April  23d  1429,  purport- 
ing, that,  on  that  day  at  Minto,  it  was  attempted, 
by  virtue  of  a  precept  of  feifin  *,  to  invert  Sir  Wil- 
liam Stewart  of  Dalfwinton  in  the  lands  of  Min- 
to ;  and  that  thefe  proceedings  were  interrupted 
by  Walter  Turnbull,  who  declared  the  hereditary 
feifin  *,  then  granted  to  Sir  William  Stewart,  null 
and  void,  as  he  himfelf  was  the  true  heir,  and  le- 
gal baron  *  of  Minto  (e). 

Thefe, 


(c)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  96,  97. 

(d)  See  p.  34.  note  (m). 

(e)  This  notorial*  inftrument  may  be  confidered  as  a 
confirmation  of  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton's  de- 
cent from  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  to  whom,  as 
we  have  juit  now  feen,  the  barony*  of  Minto  was  granted, 

b) 
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Thefe,  Sir,  are  very  important  papers.  With- 
out entering  into  the  difpute  between  the  two 
fflumants,  we  may  obferve,  that  the  deeds  contain, 
in  the  firft  place,  a  complete  confirmation  of  the 
iefcent  of  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Daliwinton  from 
Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth.  Secondly,  They 
hew  the  identity  between  the  latter  and  Sir  Wil- 
iam  Stewart,  the  brother  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of 
Darnley,  killed  (as  it  will  afterwards  appear),  be- 
fore Orleans,  on  the  12th  of  February  1429.  They 
fully  eftablifh  the  lad,  that  Sir  William  Stewart  of 

Jedworth 

>y  charter,  in  1391.  From  another  notorial*  inftrument, 
n  the  fame  charter-cheft,  dated  1425,  we  learn,  that  Wal- 
er  Turnbull  had  prepared  himfelf  for  this  event,  a  few 
/ears  before.  An  inquiry,  at  his  inftance,  had  been  infti- 
uted,  relative  to  John  Turnbull  his  father,  who  had  made 
:he  grant  of  Minto  in  139c,  A  jury  nominated  for  the  oc- 
:afion  declared,  that  he  laboured  under  the  effecTs  of  a  lepro- 
*y,  at  the  time  when  the  deed  was  executed  ;  a  circumftance 
A'hich,  according  to  the  laws  of  Scotland  as  they  then  flood, 
endered  the  proceedings  void.  This  inqueft  into  the  vali- 
dity of  the  charter  of  the  lands  of  Minto,  feems  to  have  been 
n  confequence  of  an  account  received  in  Scotland  of  the 
all  of  Walter's  father,  Sir  John  Turnbull,  at  the  battle  of 
Jravaut,  an.  1423.  See  Harl.  MSS.  N°  782.  After  much 
liflenfion  between  the  claimants,  it  appears,  that,  by  a 
'  brief  of  perambulation*"  by  King  James  II. ,  addrelTed  to 
Sir  Archibald  Duoglas  of  Cavers,  Sheriff  of  Teviotdale,  that 
)fficer  made  a  partition  of  the  eftate  of  Minto,  between  Sir 
William  Stewart  and  Walter  Turnbull,  in  certain  propor- 
ions;  according  to  which  the  pofterity  of  both  continued 
:o  hold  them.  See  Notor.  Infhum.  dated  June  i6th  1463, 
in  Lord  Elliot's  charter-cheft. 
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Jedworth  could  not  have  died  very  long  before  that 
time ;  and  particularly,  that  he  muft  greatly  hav 
outlived  the  year  1402,  when  you  pertinacioufly 
maintain  that  he  was  put  to  death,  after  the  battle 
of  Hamildon  (f).  Becauie,  were  your  fuppolition 
true,  it  is  utterly  incredible  that  his  heirs  at  law 
mould  have  omitted,  during  no  lefs  a  fpace  than 
/even  and  twenty  years,  to  take  pofTeffion  of  the 
eftate  of  Minto,  which,  in  confequence  of  his  de- 
ceafe,  neceffarily  devolved  to  them.  Thirdly, 
Thefe  documents  difplay  one  of  the  ftrongeft  evi- 
dences in  genealogical  demonflration,  the  tranf- 
miflion  of  landed  property,  for  the  line  of  defcent 
we  are  endeavouring  to  maintain  ;  as  the  eftate  of 
Minto,  difponed*  to  Sir  William  Stewart  in  1 391, 
and  now  claimed  by  his  grandfon  and  heir  in 
1429,  was  long  after  feen  defcending  to  his  polle- 
rity  (g). 

But  of  all  the  proofs  of  the  diverlity  of  defigna- 
tions  ufed  by  Sir  William  Stewart,  the  moil  re- 
markable, or  at  leaft  the  mod  interefting  to  his  po- 
fterity,  is  the  difpofal  of  his  eftates,  and  the  pro- 
vilion  he  thought  proper  to  make  for  his  children. 
The  tranfaction  to  which  we  allude  is  iufficiently 
memorable,  and,  as  it  fortunately  happens,  is  no 
lefs  clearly  authenticated.     Let  us  firft,  however, 

juit 


(f)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  die  Stewarts,  p.  318 — 321. 

(g)  See  charter  granted  by  James  II.  of  the  lands  of  Dal- 
fwinton,  Garlies,  Myrbottill,  Minto,  Howpaflet,  &c.  to 
Alexander  Stewart,  quoted  page  78.  note  (d). 
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juft  take  a  view  of  the  ample  poffefllons  that  ap- 
pear to  have  belonged  to  him  in  the  period  in  que- 
ftion. 

The  landed  property  of  this  illuftrious  perfon, 
whether  as  tjie  inheritance  of  his  anceftors,  or  the 
recompenfe  of  his  merit,  was  certainly  very  confi- 
derable.  ill,  The  eftate  of  Jed  worth  in  Teviot- 
dale,  which  defcended  to  him  from  his  great- 
grandfather Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill  and  Jed- 
worth.  2dly,  That  of  Minto,  as  appears  by  the 
grant  from  John  Turnbull,  an.  1391  ^h).  3dly, 
That  of  Caftlemilk,  which,  you  have  fully  proved, 
belonged,  in  1387,  to  his  brother  Sir  John,  and 
was  by  him  conveyed  to  Sir  William  (1).  4th  ly, 
G  That 


(11)  See  charter,  quoted  page  34.  note  (i\i).  It 
alfo,  that  about  che  fame  time,  Sir  William  had  a  granc  of 
other  lands  in  the  fame  diftrict.  Charter  by  King  Ro- 
bert III.  dated  Irvyne,  November  8th,  in  the  fecond  year 
of  this  Monarch's  reign,  by  which  he  grants,  to  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  Jedworth,  the  lands  and  eftates  Gf  George  Aber- 
nethy,  in  the  village  of  Minto  ;  thefe  lands,  being  in  the 
King's  hands,  by  the  forfeiture  of  the  faid  George  Aberne- 
thy.     See  Pub.  Records,  Roll  x.  N°  33. 

(1)  Genealog.  Hifi.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  106 — no. 

Among  the  Darnley  papers,  in  the  poflefiion  of  the  Duke 
of  Montrofe,  there  is  an  original  indenture,  or  deed  of  obli- 
gation, by  William  de  Sandieland-^,  Lord  of  Enockbryne, 
dated  at  Bothwell,  in  May  1387,  wherein  he  acknowledges 
himfelf  bound  to  a  nobleman,  "  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Caftle- 
"  milk,"  (afterwards  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley),  nobili 
viro,  Domino  Johanni  SenefchaU,  Domino  de  Cajlelmylk,  for 

en$ 
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That  of  Abcrcorne,  conferred  by  his  patron,  Ar- 
chibald Earl  of  Douglas  (k).     5thly,  In  all  like- 

lihooc 


one  hundred  merks  *  Sterling,  good  and  lawful  money,  Sec. ; 
and  grants  him  "a  certain  annual  fum,  to  be  paid  out  of 
"  certain  lands,  until  repayment  of  the  amount  aforefaid 
"  ihould  be  made,  at  a  term  *  of  Whitfunday,  at  the  panda 
"  church  of  Cam nethan."  There  is  alio  preferved,  in  the 
fame  repository  of  the  Darnley  papers,  an  original  deed,  ex- 
ecuted 24th  October  147c,  by  Alexander  Duke  of  Albany, 
as  Lord  of  Annandale ;  by  which  he  grants,  to  his  beloved 
coufin,  John  Lord  Darnley,  (grand fon  to  Sir  John  Stewart 
above  mentioned)  1950  mcrks*,  to  be  uplifted*  out  of  the 
part  land*  lilk  ami  Brummel,  in  Annan  I 

•  i»  in  his  hands,  as  lord  of  the  di drift,  all  the  time  of 
,  fince  the  deccafe  of  Sir  John  Stewart  or 
Darnley,  in  default  of  the  entry  of  the  faid  Sir  John's  heirs  •, 
(that  is,  from  1429,  when  he  fell  in  France,  to  the  date  of 
the  deed  in  quefiion).  Thefe  two  documents  afford  a  reci- 
procal confirmation  of  each  other,  as  to  the  facl,  that  the 
eftate  of  Cafllemilk  was  poffeiTed  by  Sir  John  Stewart;  by 
whom  it  was  conveyed  to  his  brother,  (although  ftill  held  of 
himfelf,  as  ufual,  by  military  tenure)  fome  time  before  1398. 
See  Rymer,  Feed.  torn.  viii.  p.  58,  59.  See  alfo  the  method 
adopted  by  John  Lord  Darnley,  in  1473  and  1475,  m  or" 
der  to  make  up  his  titles  to  the  fuperiority  of  the  lands  of 
Caftlemilk.  Geneajog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  iv. 
p.  182—184. 

(k)  Charter  recorded  among  the  Harleian  MSS.  in  the 
Entiih  Mufeum  (N°  4609.)  by  Archibald  Earl  of  Douglas, 
fon-in  law  to  the  King,  to  William  Stewart  of  Teviotdale, 

or  of  Jjdwoith,  of  the  lands  of  Abercornc,  and  caflle  there- 
See  View  of  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway, 
p.  1  ?, 
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iihood  may  be  added  the  lands  of  Fynnart,  or 
Fynnart-Stewart,  in  the  county  of  Renfrew,  which 
feem  early  to  have  been  the  appanage  of  one  of 
the  younger  branches  of  the  Darnley  family* 

On  the  17th  Odober  1396,  a  contract  was  en- 
tered into  at  Dumfries,  by  Sir  William  Stewart, 
and  his  kinfman  Sir  Walter  Stewart  of  Dalfwin- 
ton(L);  in  which  it  was  agreed,  that  John,  the 
cldeft  fon  and  heir-apparent  of  the  former,  mould 
marry  Marion,  only  daughter  and  fole  heirefs  to 
the  latter  (m).  To  this  contract  Sir  John  Stew- 
art is  a  witncfs,  who,  there  is  every  reafon  to  be- 
lieve, mull  have  been  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darn- 
ley.  The  deed,  which  is  curious  and  important, 
is  written  in  the  Scottifh  dialed.  An  authentic 
copy  of  it  is  preferred  in  the  Regifter  Office  at 
Edinburgh  ;  and  it  has  been  uniformly  referred  to 
by  every  writer,  except  yourfelf,  on  the  name  of 
Stewart.  The  marriage-ceremony  between  the 
parties  was  celebrated,  according  to  the  forms  of 
the  agreement,  fome  time  before  Candlemas  *,  (or 
the  2d  of  February)  in  the  following  year. 

Both  Marion  and  John  Stewart  feem  to  have 
->een  very  young,  when  they  were  thus  betrothed  ; 
:br  they  were  not  even  coniidered  as  parties  in  the 
xmtracl.  The  lady  could  not  greatly  have  ex~ 
:eeded  her  ninth  or  tenth  year  ;  and  her  hufband 

was, 

(l)  See  the  Genealogical  Sketch  fubjoined  to  this  Let- 
;r. 

1*0  Macfarlane's  Golle&ion  cf  Charters,  p.  116,  'm  the 
jjlvocate's  Library, 


I 
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was,  to  all  appearance,  not  much  older  (n) 
Agreeably  to  a  cuftom  then  prevalent  in  Scotland 
and  (till  common  in  many  countries  of  Europe 
where  a  confiderable  property  is  meant  to  be  re 
tained  in  the  family,  the  marriage-ceremony  wa 
early  folemnized,  and  cohabitation  deferred  to  a 
maturer  period. 

In  confequence  of  the  ftipulations  of  the  con- 
tract, Sir  William,  not  long  after,  put  his  fon  in 
poiTemon  of  landed  property  to  the  annual  value 
of  "  feven  fcore  merks  *  ;"  which,  as  it  appears, 
was  the  eftate  of  Caftlemilk  (o).  Nothing,  in  fact, 
could  be  more  natural  or  commodious.  Thefe 
lands  were  fituated  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
thofe  of  Dalfwinton,  which  his  daughter-in-law 
was  to  inherit :  And,  from  documents  Hill  extant, 

it 


(n)  Marion  Stewart,  in  the  year  1396,  could  not  have 
been  much  above  the  age  mentioned  in  the  text :  For,  after 
the  death  of  her  ftrft  hulband,  an.  1420,  (he  was  ftill  young, 
and  married  Sir  John  Forrefter  of  Corftorphin,  to  whom  (he 
brought  feveral  children.  There  is,  in  the  poffeffion  o' 
Nielfon  of  Carfuck,  a  charter  which  me  executed,  in  con- 
junction  with  Sir  John  Forrefter,  in  the  year  1444;  «« 
there  are  feveral  evidences  to  prove,  that  ihe  lived  till  abou 
1449.     See  Evid.  fur  Lord  Galloway,  p.  22. 

(o)  "  Jon  Stewart,  the  fon  and  ayr  of  the  aforefaid  Si 
"  William,  fal  hafe  to  wyfe  Maryoune,  the  dovvghter  c 
«  the  forefaid  Sir  Walter,  &c. ;  and  the  forefaid  Sir  Wil 
"  liam  (hall  lefe  and  gife,  till  his  fon  and  ayr  forefaic 
u  VII."-  of  merks  worth  of  land  and  unnuil  rent,  witr 
"  outin  fraud  or  gile."  See  Macfarlane's  Colledions  a 
ready  quoted. 
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it  is  certain,  that  Sir  William  continued,  during 
his  life,  to  retain  the  eftates  in  Teviotdale,  Jed- 
worth,  Minto  (p),  &c.  We  find,  therefore,  by  a 
charter,  dated  1409,  and  recorded  in  the  Chartu- 
lary*  of  Paifley,  that  his  eldeil  fon,  before  he  re- 
ceived the  honour  of  knighthood,  was  actually  in 
pofleffion  of  the  lands  of  Caftlemilk.  As  one  of 
the  witnefTes  to  this  deed,  he  is  deligned*  John 
Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  (qJ. 

In 


(p)  This  is  evident  from  fever al  charters  Mill  extant, 
(See  Evid.  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  22.).  And  it  is  further 
confirmed  by  a  claufe  in  the  contract  jnft  now  cited,  that 
all  the  reft  of  his  eftate,  in  which  he  then  flood  inverted,  or 
which  he  mould  afterwards  acquire,  with  the  exception  of 
twenty  pounds  worth  of  land  annual*  rent,  referved  for  his 
other  fon,  mould  be  bequeathed  to  his  fon  John  Stewart  and 
Marion  his  wife,  or  their  heirs.  "  And  all  ye  lafe,  yat  he 
"  fal  conqueft,  to  be  gyvin  to  ye  forefaid  John,  his  fon  and 
"  ayr,  outtakyn  XX  pounds  worth  of  land,  to  be  gyvin  till 
"  his  oyi".  fon,  or  qwhar  he  will." 

(q_)  The  document  here  alluded  to,  is  a  charter,  by  which 
William  Urry  difpones  *  his  lands  of  Fulton,  in  the  barony 
of  Renfrew,  to  the  Abbot  and  Monks  of  Paifley.  The  wit- 
nefTes are  defcribed  as  follows  :  "  Pr&fentibus  Jahanne  Se- 
nefcatto  de  Caftlemilk,  Johanne  Sympel  Domino  Ellynfton, 
Domino  R.  Maxwell,  Domino  de  Calderwood,  &c.  teftibus  ad 
prcemijfa  vocatis  fpecialiter  et  rogatis.  As  this  charter  is  of 
confiderable  importance,  and  has  given  rife  to  much  difcuf- 
{ion,  the  reader  will  find  an  accurate  copy  of  it  in  the  Ap- 
pendix to  the  prefent  Letter,  N9  II. 
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In  purfuance,  likewife,  of  the  terms  of  the  con- 
tract, Sir  William  referved  to  himfelf  the  power 
of  beftowing,  on  his  fecond  fon,  eftates  to  the  year- 
ly value  of  "  twenty  pounds"  (r)  ;  which,  if  a 
conjecture  may  be  indulged,  was,  in  all  probabili- 
ty, the  lands  of  Fynnart.  In  regard  to  his  other 
poiTeilions,  they  went,  of  courfe,  on  his  death,  to 
his  grandfon  by  the  heirefs  of  Dalfwinton ;  as  it  is 
well  known,  and  will  hereafter  be  fcen,  that  his 
elded  fon  died  almofl  ten  years  before  his  father. 

The  pacification  between  the  two  kingdoms, 
the  fhort-lived  fruit  of  fo  many  conventions,  and 
ib  much  difcuffion,  did  not  kill  quite  four  years. 
Soon  after  its  expiration,  Sir  William  Stewart, 
about  the  end  of  the  year  14:0,  in  conjunction 
with  Sir  Richard  Rutherford  and  his  fons,  John 
Turnbull,  furnamed  "  Out  with  the  Sword,"  and 
fevcral  other  chieftains,  made  an  irruption  into 
England.  But,  being  luddenly  attacked  by  a  fu- 
perior  force  under  Sir  Robert  Umfranville,  the 
whole  were  completely  fur  rounded  and  taken  pri- 
foners  vs).     King  Henry  IV.   who  had  now  fuc- 

ceeded 


(r)  See  the  claufe  of  the  contract  quoted  above  :  "  Out- 
:'  takjrn  XX  pounds  worth  of  land,  to  be  gyvin  till  his 
o.yr.fo;:,  or  quhar  he  will."  Note  (p).  That  this  was  the 
elhte  of  Fynnart,  granted  to  the  younger  Sir  William  Stew- 
art, is  a  fuppofition  the  more  probable,  that  we  find  Sir  Da- 
vid Stuart  of  Caftlemilk  is  deiigned  "  of  Fynnart, "previous 
to  thfe  death  of  his  father,  in  1439  or  1442. 

(s)  See  Harding's  Chronicle.  Redpath's  Iliftory  of  the 
Borders,  p.  367, 
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ceeded  to  the  throne  of  England,  ifllied  orders  to 
prevent  the  ranfom  of  the  Scottifh  prifoners ;  and 
they  accordingly  were  carried  to  the  Tower  of 
London  (t). 

It  is  not  until  the  year  1419,  when  fuccours 
ivere  fent,  from  Scotland,  to  the  Dauphin,  after- 
wards Charles  VII.  of  France,  that  we  again  hear 
)f  Sir  William  Stewart.  Henry  V.,  it  feems,  not 
ong  after  his  acccfiion,  permitted  the  releafe  of 
he  captives ;  and,  on  that  occalion,  Sir  William 
ppears  to  have  regained  his  liberty.  By  the  hi- 
torians  who  delineate  this  period,  "  Sir  William 
1  Stewart  lately  delivered  out  of  prifon,"  is  na-  . 
ned  as  among  the  commanders  in  the  French  ex- 
>edition  (u).  The  principal  leaders  were  the 
iLarl  of  Buchan,  the  Earl  of  Wigton,  (eldeft  fon  to 
Archibald  Earl  of  Douglas),  Sir  John  Stewart  of 
)arnley,  SirNWilliam  Stewart  of  Jedworth  and 
"aftlemilk,  Sir  John  Swinton,  Sir  John  Turnbull, 
tc.  feemingly  the  fame  who  was  furnamed  "  Out 

with  the  Sword"  (v),  the  faithful  companion 
f  Sir  William  Stewart,  in  many  of  his  enterpri- 
es, 

The  public  tranfactions  in  France,  in  the  com- 
lencement  of  the  15th  century,  are  fufficiently 

known, 


(t)  Rymer,  Foed.  Angl.  torn.  viii.  p.  162. 

(u)  Hall  and  Grafton's  Henry  VI.  v.  24. 

(v)  See  an  account  of  the  battle  of  Cravant,  preferved 
aong  the  Harleian  MSS.  N°  782. 


[  5*  ] 

known,  and  not  lefs  memorable  and  important. 
To  the' honour  of  the  Scotch,  it  was  by  their  firm- 
liefs,  that  the  Dauphin's  defperate  fortunes  were 
retrieved  ;  and  at  the  battle  of  Bauge,  which  was 
gained  by  their  valour,  the  firft  fuccefsful  check 
was  given  to  the  Englifh  arms.  Sir  John  Stewart 
of  Darnley  being  appointed  Conftable  of  the  Scot- 
tilli  army,  it  is  certain,  that  his  brother  and  him- 
felf  made  a  coniiderable  figure  in  moft  of  the  en- 
gagements that  took  place,  from  the  battle  of 
Agincourt,  to  the  liege  of  Orleans  (x). 

Of 


(x)  The  French  hiftorian  Thaumaffiere  (in  his  Hijloire 
ih  Berry'),  thus  fpcaks  of  the  Cervices  which  Sir  John  Stew- 
art of  Darnley  rendered  to  Charles  VII.,  and  the  marks  of 
favour  he  received  from  that  Monarch.  En  ce  temps  Jean 
Stuart,  Connctablc  d'Ecojfe,  amena  au  fe  court  de  ce  Roi,  des 
bandes  de  gens  depiel,  et  des  archers  a  cheval,  qu'il  entretint 
plujieurs  annees  a  fesfraix  et  depens  ;  pendant  lejquclles  il  lui 
rendit  des  Jignale-z  fervices  ;  vainquit  les  Anglais  en  plujieurs 
rencontres  ;  gaigna  les  bat  ail  les  de  Crivant  tt  de  Bauge  ;  au 
noyen  defquelles  il  releva  les  affaires  de  France,  et  remit  aux 
Ercnpcis  le  courage  de  fe  defendre,  et  de  chaffer  les  Anglois 
tors  de  royaume.  En  confederation  de  ccs  important  sfervices, 
le  Roi  Charles  VII.  lui  donna  le  Co?Ate  d'Evreux,  et  la  Cha- 
tcllerie  de  Ccncourfault  ;  et  depuis,  par  patentes,  donnes  a 
Bourget  le  26ieme  de  Mars  1422,  verifiers  au  parlement,  le 
penultieme  de  fuillet  1 425,  il  lui  tranfporta  a  perpetuite,  et  a 
Jes  hoircs  mafes  en  droite  ligne,  la  ville,  terre,  chdtel,  et  chd~ 
telkrie  d '  Aubigny  fur  Nerre,  fans  en  rien  retenir  que  lafoi  et 
hommage-liege,  rejfort  et  foirjerainete.  I  here  give  fo  large 
aa  extract  from  this  wordy  writer,  for  two  reafons :  firft, 
Becaufe    he  has  delivered  a  moft  minute  account   of  the 

principal 
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Of  thefe  exploits,  how  honourable  foever  to 
the  actors,  we  (hall,  for  the  fake  of  brevity,  wave 
the  detail.  As  the  author  of  the  Genealogical 
Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts  has  fo  fully  recorded 
them^Y),  the  repetition,  in  this  place,  would  be 
the  more  needlefs.  But  let  it  be  obferved,  that 
the  object  of  that  writer's  minutenefs  is,  in  fome 
fort,  laudable  and  important ;  as,  from  the  varie- 
ty of  original  evidence  he  has  adduced,  both  from 
the  authors  and  the  public  offices  of  France,  an 
incontrovertible  demonftration  is  eftabliihed,  that 
Sir  William  Stewart,  the  firft  of  Caftlemilk,  was 
the  brother  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley. 
Suffice  it,  therefore,  to  ftate,  that  both  brothers 
were  flain  before  Orleans,  in  gallantly,  though 
imprudently,  attacking  fuperior  numbers  of  the 
enemy  (z).  This  event  took  place  on  the  12th 
of  February  1429. 

H  When 

principal  exploits  and  honours  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darn- 
ley  ;  and,  fecondly,  Becaufe  he  has  delivered  it  in  a  ftyle  fo 
very  limilar  to  that  of  the  Genealogical  Hiftorian  of  the 
Stewarts,  that  I  am  tempted  to  believe  the  latter  had  be- 
come enamoured  of  the  beautiful  circuity  of  the  French  an- 
nalift,  and  accordingly  has  fucceeded,  in  giving  a  moft  ad- 
mirable tranfeript  of  it,  in  his  own  language.  See  the 
work  laft  mentioned,  pajjhi. 

(y)  Genealog.  Hilt,  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  III.  p.  113, — 
160. 

(z)  There  is  a  hiftory  of  the   fiege  of  Orleans,  written 
by  Lodocius  Micquello,   a  profefTor  in  that  city,  about  the 

middle 
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When  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley  embarked 
for  France  in  1419,  it  appears  that  he  was  accom- 
panied 

middle  of  the  16th  century,  which  contains  feveral  parti- 
culars relating  to  both  Sir  John  and  Sir  William  Stewart, 
and  is  compofed  in  not  inelegant  latin  ity.  According  to 
this  author,  about  a  thoufand  men,  (utriufque  armaturcv 
cquitesj,  on  the  8th  February,  threw  themfelves  into  Or- 
leans. They  were  headed  by  different  leaders;  inter  quos 
eminelnit  Guliclmus  Stuardus,  Scotus.  Sir  John  Siewart  he 
defevibes,  as  vir  Scoticus,  equitum  magi/ler,  e  Staarda  regia 
familia  Scotorum.  Erat  pugtiaci  ingenio,  et  ad  omnem  vel 
dubiam  pug/iu-  aleam  paratus.  On  the  12th,  it  feems,  a 
lbrtie  was  made  on  the  enemy.  The  attack,  at  the  ear- 
ned inftance  of  the  Conflable,  althou^'i  at  head  only  of  a 
handful  of  troops,  was  imprudently  carried  too  far;  (quin 
cortfligeret,  vel  obtejlantibus  objijlentibusque  aliis,  retineri  non 
potuit )  ;  and  the  Englifh,  in  confequence,  were  driven  in- 
to their  intrenchments.  But,  no  fooner  had  they  time  to 
rally,  than  they  furioufly  returned  on  the  inferior  numbers 
of  the  affailants,  who  were,  almoft  to  a  man,  cut  to  pieces. 
Infelici  concilio,  amotis  equis,  quo  militibus,  exaquato  pericu- 
lo,  animus  amplius  ejjet,  in  pedes  defdierunt,  acieque  injlrucld, 
ad  cajlra  bojiium  contendunt  :  qui  omnibus  rebus  Jubitb  per - 
tcrriti,  cum  cxijlimarent  omnes  Francorum  copias  adventuras, 
ntque  con/.  ,  neque  artna  capiendi,  /patio  dato,  pcr- 

turbahantur,  vt  copias  ne  adverfus  hojlem  educere,  an  cajlra 
defender e,  an  fugd  Jalutem  pet  ere,  quid  prajlaret  nefcircnt. 
Sedfortuna,  qu<z  plurimiim  potejl  in  reliquis  rebus,  turn  pra- 
cipue  in  hello,  parvi  moment  i  magnas  rerum  commutationcs 
ejjicit,  ut  turn  accidit.  Nam  Angli,  cognitd  Francorum  pau- 
citatc,  cum  longius  abeffe  Claromontanum  cum  robore  exerci- 
tui  vidercnt,  eruptions  fail  a,  infeflisjignis,  tantd  vi  in  Fran- 
ces impetum  fecerunt,  ut  major  pars  converja,  non  folitm  loco 
tderent,  fed protinus  i.icitati,  fugd  cajlra  repeterent,  An- 

8* 
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panied  by  a  confiderable  number  of  friends  and 
kinfmen,  as  well  as  a  molt  refpeclable  body  of 
military  retainers  (a).     His  brother,  Sir  William 

Stewart 

gli  animos  tollere,  at  in  perculfos  Francos  acrius  incederc. 
"Turn  fpeclaculum  horribile  in  cam  pis  patent ibus,  fequi,  fuge- 
re,  occidi,  capi  ;  multi,  vulneribus  acceplis,  neque  fugere  pojje, 
heque  auietem  pati  ;  niti  modb,  et  Jlatim  concidere.     P.  62. 

Notwithftanding  the  length  of  this  note,  I  cannot  refrain 
from  at'.uin^  the  account  that  follows  of  the  attachment  and 
fall  of  the  two  brothers,  which  is  equally  charaifterifiic,  and 
neatly  expreffed.  In  eo  prcelio,  ceciderunt  ex  Francis  qua- 
dringenti  et  amplius  homines,  atque  in  his  pauib  clarioris  no- 
minis,  Aleburtus,  Orvallus,  Gulliehnus  Stuardus,  Verdut  a- 
rarius,  &c.  et  vir  fortijjimus  'Joannes  Stuardus  amplijfimo 
genere  natus.  Hie,  cumfratre  interclufo  ab  hojlibus  auxi- 
lium  ferret,  ilium  ex  periculo  ciipuit,  ipfe  vulncratus,  quoad 
potuit ,  fortijjime  rejiitit  :  Cum  circumventus,  rnultis  vulneri- 
bus  acceptis,  cecidijjet ;  atque  id  f rater,  qui  jam  prcelio  excef- 
f er at,  procu I  animadvert: jf.t,  citato  pede,  ftfe  hjiibus  obtulit, 
atque  interfeclus  eft.  P.  62.  The  remark  of  the  author  of 
the  Genealogical  Hiltory  on  this  paffage,  is  no  lefs  charac- 
terise and  appropriate.  Speaking  of  Sir  John  and  Sir 
William  Stewarts,  he  fays,  that  the  French  author,  "  from 

the  ftyle  in  which  he  writes,  feems  to  have  been  a  great. 
*'  admirer  of  their  actions."  P.  157.  By  a  fcholar  it  would 
have  been  obferved,  on  the  fame  ground,  that  he  was  a 
greater  admirer,  as  well  as  an  imitator,  of  Livy  and  Taci- 
tus. 

(a)  See  quotation,  in  a  former  note,  from  Thaumaf- 
fiere,  p.  56. 

The  letters-patent,  granted  to  Sir  John  Stewart,  of  the 
lands  of  Aubigny  and  Concreffault,  by  Charles  VII.  of 
France,  and  found  in  the  Chambre  des  Comptes   at  Pari;, 

proceed 
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art  of  Jedworth,  and  bis  coufin  Sir  Alan 
Stewart  of  Allanton,  were,  without  doubt,  among 
the  number  of  thofe  who  engaged  in  the  expedi- 
tion Bj.  It  is  likewife  believed,  and  with  confi- 
dcrable  probability,  that  both  the  fons  of  the  for- 
mer took  up  arms  in  the  fame  caufe. 

Previous  to  the  year  141 8,  (but  how  long  it  is 
uncertain),  Marion  Stewart  loft  her  father.     On 

this, 

proceed  on  a  recital  of  the  gallant  conduct  of  Sir  John,  at 
the  battle  of  Bauge,  and  on  other  occafions  •,  and  parti- 
cularly mention  his  grande  compugnie  de  gens  d' amies  ct  d<- 
trai&t  quit  avoit  omence  uvee  lui  d'EcqJp.  See  Gencalog. 
Hid.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  III.  p.  117,  118. 

As  to  the  precife  year  in  which  the  expedition  to  France 
took  place,  neither  French  nor  Engliih  writers  arc 
fome  placing  it  in  i^iQ.fome  in  142c,  and  others  even  in  142 1. 
For  various  reafons  I  am  inclined  to  believe  it  happened  in 
the  autumn  of  the  firft-mentioned  year.  There  is  a  deed  exe- 
cuted by  Sir  John  Stewart,  Lord  of  Darnley,  21ft  Septem- 
ber 1429,  by  which  he  mortifies*  (/.  e.  makes  an  endow- 
ment) to  the  Predicant  Friars  of  Glafgow,  two  bolls  of 
corn*  (oats),  and  two  bolls  of  bear*  (barley),  from  the 
Mains*  of  Crookfton,  and  two  bolls  of  meal,  from  the 
Mill  of  Darnley.  This  deed  is  in  the  polTeffion  of  the 
Univerfity  of  Glafgow,  which  fucceeded  to  the  revenues 
of  the  Predicant  Friars ;  and  it  feems  to  have  been  grant- 
ed, juft  before  the  failing  of  the  expedition. 

(b)  The  circumftance  concerning  Sir  Alan  Stewart  is 
learnt  from  a  MS.  hiftory  of  his  family,  (ftill  preferved 
in  it),  which  was  commenced  by  James  Stewart,  the  fon  of 
Sir  Alan.  This  lad  was  born  in  Paris  of  a  French  lad}', 
whom  his  father  married  in  that  country,  foon  after  his 
arrival.     See  Genealogical  Sketch  fubjoined  to  this  Letter 
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this,  her  hufband,  fucceeding  to  the  ample  poi- 
feffions  of  the  latter,  became  Sir  John  Stewart  of 
Garlics  and  Dalfwinton  ;  and  refigned,  according 
to  a  practice  very  ufual  with  his  family,  the  lands 
of  Caftlemilk  to  his  younger  brother  Sir  Wil- 
liam (c).    The  fale  of  the  eftate  of  Kelly  in  1418, 

and 

(c)  In  the  feudal  times,  and  particularly  in  Scotland,  it 
was  univerfal  for  great  proprietors  of  land  to  grant  eflates 
to  their  children,  which  the  latter  held  and  were  defigned* 
by,  during  the  life  ot  the  parent.  This,  indeed,  was  the 
only  method,  by  which  patrimony  could  be  beftowed,  as 
circulating  cam  was  a  rare  commodity.  Thefe  e  dates  were 
always  held,  by  military  tenure,  of  the  head  of  the  family, 
as  the  fubjecVfuperior  %  (as  it  is  termed  in  the  law  of  Scot- 
land) ;  and  by  him  they  were  held  under  fome  more  power- 
ful chieftain,  or  fome  times  of  the  Monarch  himfelf.  Thus, 
the  lands  of  Caftlemilk  were  conftantly  dependant  on  the 
Stewarts  of  Darnley,  who,  in  their  turn,  poffeffed  them  by 
virtue  of  charters  from  the  Lords  of  Annandale.  It  was 
a  common  practice,  likewife,  to  beftow  property  on  one 
fon,  and,  failing*  him,  it  was  to  go  to  another  :  Or,  an  el- 
der brother,  on  any  new  fuccemon  opening  to  him,  or  on 
any  other  remarkable  occafion,  frequently  conveyed  it  to  a 
younger.  The  examples  of  both  are  numerous  in  the  Darn- 
Icy  family  ;  and  feveral  have  been  cited  by  the  author  of 
the  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts.  Sir  Alexander 
Stewart,  an.  1399,  granted  the  lands  of  Newton  of  Wyf- 
ton  in  Lanerklhire,  to  his  fon  Robert,  and  his  heirs-male  ; 
and,  tailing*  them,  to  James,  another  of  his  fons.  See 
charter  in  the  poffemon  of  Lockhart  of  Lee.  G.  L.  p.  98, 
99.  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  during  his  father's  life- 
time, enjoyed  the  eftate  of  Caftlemilk  ;  (See  documents 
quoted,  p.  49.  note  (1).) ;   and,  on  feme  occafion,   refigned 

it 
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and  of  that  of  Garnfallock,  two  years  after,  ieerri 
to  have  been  brought  on  by  the  heavy  expence 
incurred  in  raifing  his  contingent  of  troops  for 
the  French  expedition  (d).  The  common  opi- 
nion 

it  to  his  brother  Sir  William  :  And,  in  the  fame  manner, 
it  appears  that  Sir  John,  th  e  fon  of  the  lrtter,  who  peffeffed 
the  property  in  1409,  relinquifhed  it  to  his  brother,  the 
younger  Sir  William,  as  we  have  tlated  it  in  the  text.  Se 
the  two  charters  q-ioted  p.  65.  note  (l),  wherein  th 
younger  Sir  William  appears  as  a  witr.efs,  an.  14II  and 
1415. 

In  the  fame  way,  alfo,  at  an  after  period  (1450)  John 
Stewart,  Lord  of  Darnley,  granted  a  charter  of  the  eftate  ol 
Dreghorn,  in  Ayrfhire,  to  his  brother  Alexander.  See  con- 
firmation thereof  in  Pub.  Records,  B.  iv.  N°  23.  The 
fame  Lord  of  Darnley  likewife  gave  him,  an.  1452,  the 
lands  of  Gallifton,  in  the  fame  county.  See  Confirm.  Pub. 
Records,  B.  iv.  Nv  296. 

(d)  I.  A  renunciation*  of  pretence  to  the  barony*  oi 
Cally,  by  Sir  John  Stewart,  Lord  of  Dalfwinton,  with  con- 
fent  and  alTent  of  Marion  Stewart,  his  wife,  in  favour  of  Sir 
John  Stewart  of  Gyrton,  dated  the  laft  day  of  October  141 8, 
and  tranfumed  *  before  the  official  of  Glafgovv,  May  12th 
1462.  "  Be  it  maid  kende  till  all  men,  be  thefe  prefents, 
"  me  John  Stewart,  Knyt,  Lord  of  Dalfwinton,  with  con- 
"  fent  and  affent  of  Marion  my  vyffe,"  &c.  This  docu- 
ment is  in  the  charter-cheft  of  James  Murray,  Efq;  at  Kel- 
ly, marked  B.  15.  N°  9.  II.  Charter  of  confirmation,  by 
King  James  I.,  dated  in  the  church  of  St  Andrew,  in  Edin- 
burgh, May  4th  1426,  confirming  a  charter,  by  Murdoch 
Duke  of  Albany,  to  Sir  Herbert  Maxwell  of  Carlaverock, 
of  the  lands  of  Garnfalloch,  in  the  barony  *  of  Dalfwinton, 

on 
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lion  dates,  that  he  was  killed  in  France,  in  1419 
»r  1420,  foon  after  the  arrival  of  the  Scottifh  for- 
es. However  that  may  be,  it  is  unqueftionable, 
hat  he  did  not  long  furvive  that  event ;  for  his 
idy  had  become  a  widow  in  the  clofe  of  the  laft 
aentioned  year  (e).  Sir  John  left  two  fons  ;  of 
vhom  the  elder  became  Sir  William  Stewart  of 
■Blfwinton,  predeceiTor  to  Lord  Galloway  ;  and 
he  other,  John  Stewart,  Provoft*  of  Glafgow  (f). 
Of  Sir  William  Stewart,  the  fecond  of  Caftle- 
nilk,  younger  brother  to  Sir  John  Stewart  of 
Dalfwinton,  few  particulars  have  been  recorded. 

The 


n  the   voluntary  resignation  of  Marion   Stewart,  Lady  * 

)alfwinton,  who  is  there  reprefented  to  have  been  in  a  ftate 

f  widowhood,  in  purd  viduitate.     The  Duke  of  Albany's 

harter  is  dated  Edinburgh,  October  28.  1420,  and  a  tran- 

impt  *   of  it  is  inferted  in   the  charter  of  confirmation. 

'here  is  a  claufe  in  the  above  mentioned  renunciation  *  of 

retence,  in  which  it  is  Stipulated,  that  the  eftate  of  Kelly 

tould    be   redeemable,    on    depofiting    "  twelve    hundred 

merks,  on  a  day  betwix  the  ryfing  and  the  ganging  to  reft 

of  the  fon,  on  y«.  hie  allter  of  ye.  kyrk  of  Gyrton."    As 

lis  deed  is  dated  1418,  and  the  Scotch  expedition  to  France 

»ok  place  in  1419,  the  caufe  we  have,  in  conjunction  with 

[r  Williams,  afligned  for  the  fale  of  the  eftate,  is  rendered 

ghly  probable.     Evid.  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  23. 

(e)  See  the  lid.  document  in  the  foregoing  note,  where 
[arion  Stewart  is  faid  to  be  in  purd  viduitate,  an.  1420. 

(f)  See  the  Genealogical  Sketch  at  the  end  of  this  Let- 
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The  circumftance  of  his  bearing  the  name 
William,  as  well  as  his  father,  has  been  the  cauf( 
of  much  genealogical  perplexity,  and,  as  we  have 
feen,  the  ground  of  the  prefent  competition.  Yet 
the  documents  which  remain  concerning  him  are 
pretty  fatisfactory,  and  calculated  to  remove  eve- 
ry doubt  that  has  been  induftrioufly  raifed  on  this 
fubject. 

From  the  foregoing  proofs   it  appears  evidentJ 
that  of  the  valt  landed  property,  poffefTed  by  the] 
Darnley  family  in  this  period  (c),  the  eflate  of 
Caftlemilk  was  an  appanage  of  the  younger  bran 
ches,  for  feveral  generations.     By  the  pofleflbr  i 
was  ufually  refigned  to  a  fon  or  a  brother,  on  th 
fucceflion  of  the  former  to  property  of  more  am 
pic  extent,  or  on  fome  other  important  occurrence 
taking  place  in  the  family.     In  this  manner  wq 

have 


(c)  Thefe  eftates,  as  it  appears  from  good  authority, 
were  certainly  very  great.  In  Renfrewfhire,  they  had  the 
Darnley  eftate,  comprehending  the  lands  of  Crookfton,  01 
Crookinfee,  £cc. :  In  LanerkiLirc,  that  of  Camnethan,  an< 
Newton  of  Wyftoo,  befides  other  property  in  Avendale 
In  the  county  of  Ayr,  the  eltute  of  Galfton  and  Dreghorn 
In  Linlithgowfhire,  that  of  Ballincrief,  Bathgate,  and  Tor 
bane,  and  other  polleffions  thereto  attached  :  In  the  lordihi] 
of  Annandale,  and  county  ot  Dumfries,  that  of  Caftlemill 
and  Brommcl.  To  thefe  may  be  added  the  lands  of  CafUl 
ton  in  Lanerkfhire,  and  Finnart,  or  Finnart  Stewart  in  thi 
county  of  Renfrew,  which  feem  to  have  been  among  th« 
appanages  of  the  younger  branches,  at  a  very  early  period 
See  Genealog.  Hift.  cf  the  Stewarrs,  Part  III.  p.  103,  104. 
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have  feen,  that  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley, 
enjoyed  the  eftate  in  1387,  refigned  it,  icon  after, 
to  his  brother  Sir  William  (h)  :  And  he,  ace 
ingly,  appears  as  the  pofTeflbr,  and  as  one  of  the 
confervators  of  the  peace,  in  1398  (1).  Sir  Wil- 
liam then,  in  terms  of  his  contract  with  Sir  Wal- 
ter Stewart,  gave  it  to  John,  his  cldeft  fon,  on  his 
marriage  with  the  heirefs  of  Dalfwinton.  By 
John,  as  has  been  feen,  it  was  held  in  1409,  and 
apparently  fome  years  later  (fc)  ;  until  he,  alfo, 
finally  relinquished  it,  in  favour  of  his  brother 
William,  when  the  former  fucceeded  to  the  pro- 
perty of  Dalfwinton. 

The  flep  laft  mentioned  in  ffion  will 

appear  manifeft,  from  the  following  proofs.  About 
the  year  1411,  a  charter  was  granted,  by  Archi- 
bald Karl  of  Douglas,  to  Sir  John  Stewart  ofGyr- 
ton,  to  which,  among  others,  William  Stewart  is 
awitnefs(L).  This  witnefs  is  fuppofed,  by  Mr 
I  Willi 


(h)  See  p.  50.  note  (k)  and  p.  61.  no:e  (c). 
(1)  See  p.  41.  note  (v). 
(k)  See  ss-  nat£  CO- 

(l)  This  charter  is  fl ill  in  the  poffeilion  of  James  Mur- 
ray. Efq;  at  Kelly.  The  granter  is  ftyled  Arcbihaldus,  Co- 
tnes  de  Douglas,  Dominus  Gttffovidice  et  a:  Annandale  ;  and 
it  is  in  favour  of  Domiuia  Johannes  Senefcallus  de  Gyttcn,  de 
terris  de  Burle,  1  ■   and  to  Elizabeth  his 

daughter.     The  wituejXes  are  Willielmus  de  Douglas,  nepos 

to 
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Williams,  to  be  the  younger  Sir  William  Stewart 
of  Caftlemilk ;  and,  certainly,  it  correfponds  with 
the  time,  when  he  had  not  obtained  the  dignity  of 
knighthood.  But  the  documents  that  authenti- 
cate him  beyond  the  poilibility  of  a  doubt,  arc 
two  charters  by  the  lame  Earl  of  Douglas,  the  one 
to  Simon  Carruthers  of  Mouiewald,  dated  an. 
141 1  (m),  and  the  other  to  John  de  Park,  of  which 

lail 


to  the  Earl  of  Douglas,  Thomas  M'Culloch,  Fergufius  Mac- 
dovvall,  Alexander  Gordon,  Johannes  Keith,  milites  ;  Alex- 
ander Cairn  ,  prsepofkus  ecelefiae  de  Lincluden,  Johannes 
Gordon,  Williclmus  Seneftalli,  et  alii.  The  charter  wants 
■:,  as  was  then  very  ufual ;  but  from  fome  circumilances 
mentioned  in  note  (n)  of  next  page,  it  nmll  have  been  exe- 
cuted  betv.  ind  1424.     Nelbitt,  in  his  Syilem  of 

Heraldry,  (  Appendix,  p.  234.).  fpcaks  of  this  charter.  lie 
fays  h<  i\w  it  in  the  hands  of  David  Symfon,  the  hiitorio- 
grapher  for  Sv-oiland,  and  was  among-  the  number  of  char- 
ters taken  by  him  from  Lord  Galloway's  charter-cheth 

(m)  This  is  an  original  charter  granted  by  Archibald 
Earl  of  Douglas,  in  winch  he  is  defig:ied  *  Lord  of  Gallo- 
w.iy  and  Annandale,  to  Simon  Carruthers  of  Mouiewald,.  of 
the  lands  of  Hodholme,  &c.  in  the  lordlhip  of  Annandale. 
It  is  dated  4th  December  14 11,  at  Lochmaben.  The  tell- 
ing *  claufe  is  as  follows  :  In  cujus  rei  tejiimonium,  huic  prx- 
fenti  car  tie  nojlr*  Jigillum  nojlrumfecimus  apponi,  apud  Lcch- 
maben,  quarto  die  menjis  Deccmbris,  anno  Domini  viillejimo 
quadringcntcfimo  undecimo,  'his  teflibus,  J'acobo  dc  Douglas, 
Scutifero,fratre  nojlro  carijjimo  ;  Dominis  WiUicmo  Domino 
de  Grame,  Willielmo  de  Douglas  de  Middifdale,  IVillielmo  de 
Douglas  de  Dntmlanrig,  Willielmo  de  Haya  de  Loncberwart, 

IVillielmo 
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laft  the  date,  from  unqueftionable  circumftances, 
muftbe  placed  between  the  years  141 1  and  1424, 
but,  moft  probably,  about   1415  (n).     To   both 

deeds 


Willi elmo  de  Borthwick,  Umfrido  Jardinc,  Willielmo  Sene- 
fcallo,  Joanne  de  Carlijle,  Thoma  de  Moravia,  et  Roberto 
Herris,  militibus,  conjanguincis  nojlris,  et  multis  aliis.  It  is 
preferved  among  the  Duke  of  Queenfberry's  archives  at 
Drumlanrig. 

(n)  Alio  an  original  charter,  granted  by  the  fame  Ar- 
chibald Earl  of  Douglas,  therein  likewife  defcribed  as  Lord 
of  Galloway  and  Annandale,  to  John  de  Park,  and  Janet 
Chifholm,  his  fpoufe,  of  the  lands  of  Gilbertfield,  in  the  ba- 
rony *  of  Drumfargart,  and  county  of  Lanerk.  The  tell- 
ing *  claufe  is  in  thefe  words  :  In  cujus  rei  tejlimonium,  huic 
prcefenti  cartce  nojlrfi  figillum  nojlrum  fecimus  apponi,  apud 
cajlrum  nojlrum  de  Botbwell,  his  tejlibus,  Dominis  Willielmo 
de  Haya  de  Loncherwart,  Willielmo  de  Borthvoich  de  eodemt 
Willielmo  Senefcalli  de  Caftelmylk,  militibus,  confangnineis 
nojlris  diletlis  ;  Magifcris  Alexandro  de  Cairns,  prrfpojito  de 
Lyncluden,  Math.co  de  Geddes,  et  Jacobo  de  Faujide,  ecclefia- 
rum  Beatce  Marix  de  Forejld  et  de  rivale  rcBoribus  clericis 
nojlris,  cum  multis  aliis.  The  charter  wants  a  date,  as  is 
the  cafe  with  many  ancient  papers.  But  as  the  Earl  of 
Douglas  appears  in  it  as  Lord  of  Annandale,  ufing,  in  his 
feal,  the  arms  of  that  family  united  with  thofe  of  Douglas, 
the  deed  muft  have  been  executed,  at  leaft  fubfequent  to  the 
time  of  his  acquiring  the  lordfhip  of  Annandale,  i.  e.  at  leaft 
in  the  year  141 1,  and,  as  certainly,  previous  to  his  death, 
which  happened  in  1424.  From  every  circumftance  in  the 
life  of  Sir  John  and  Sir  William  Stewart,  I  am  inclined  to 
place  it  about  14 15. 

The 
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deeds  Sir  William  Stewart  (lands  as  a  witnefc.  In 
the  firft,  he  is  defcribed  limply  as  "  Sir  William 
"  Stewart ;"  in  the  fecond,  as  "  Sir  William 
"  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  ;"  and,  in  both,  as  "  cou- 
(t  fin  to  the  Earl  of  Douglas,  the  granter." 

Now,  it  is  impofiible  that  any  thing  can  more 
clearly  indicate  the  laft  ftep  in  the  fucceflion  to 

the 


The  charter  to  John  de  Park  we  have  already  had  occa- 
lion  to  notice  -,  and  that,  ai  well  as  the  grant  by  William 
Urry  to  the  Monks  of  Paifley,  have,  on  feveral  accounts,  be- 
come memorable  in  die  preient  controverfy.  There  is  little 
doubt,  but  that  the  former  was  among  the  number  of  anci- 
ent papers  abftrac"ted,  by  the  euriolity  of  antiquaries,  from 
the  archives  of  Lord  Galloway,  nearly  a  century  ago.  Af- 
ter palling  through  feveral  hands,  it  at  length  came  into  the 
poiTemon  of  that  intelligent  genealogill,  Mr  Hamilton  of 
Wiihaw  •,  and  he,  I  am  well  informed,  being  convinced  that 
the  witnefs  there  mentioned  was  Sir  William  Stewart,  the 
younger  of  Caillemilk,  and  anceftor  of  the  prefent  family  in 
Lanerkfhire,  gave  it,  about  1710,  to  Sir  William,  (the  fa- 
ther of  Archibald  Stuart),  the  then  proprietor,  by  whom  it 
was  depofittd  in  the  charter-cheft  at  Caftlemilk.  And 
happy  were  it  for  all  parties  concerned,  had  it  been  fuffered 
to  remain  in  the  undifturbed  quiet  of  that  repofitory  !  For 
the  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hillory  of  the  Stewarts, 
above  all  others,  it  had  certainly  proved  fortunate;  as,  in 
that  cafe,  he  never  probably  would  have  conceived  the  fan- 
cy of  placing  hirafelf  at  the  head  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart. 
Lord  Galloway  alio  would  then  have  continued  in  the  un- 
lnoleded  poflefTion  of  his  rights  ;  and  neither  Mr  Williams 
nor  my  fell"  had  the  trouble  of  refuting  a  weak,  though  mod 
laborious  deduction  of  unfounded  arguments.  See  this  for- 
merly hinted  at,  in  p.  19.  and  note  (n), 
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the  Caftlemilk  eftate,  than  thefe  two  charters.  By 
accurately  comparing  the  terms,  in  which  Sir  Wil- 
liam Stewart  is  mentioned  in  each,  it  will  appear, 
that  they  imply  fomething  more,  than  mere  ran- 
dom designations  *.   There  is  an  obvious  caufe  for 
She  difference  in  the  witnefs's  lituation,  when  he 
fubferibed  the  one  and  the  other  paper,  that  feems 
wholly  to  have  efcaped  your  notice.     In  the  deed 
irft  mentioned,  he  is  properly   defigned  *  only 
Sir  William  Stewart,  coulin  to  the  Earl  of  Dou- 
glas;"  becaufe  his  brother,  in  the  year  141 1, 
lot   having  fucceeded  to   Garlies   and   Dalfwin- 
on  (o),    had   not  therefore   reiigned  to  him  the 
ands  of  Caftlemilk.     But  about  the  year  1415,  as 
10th  thefe  events  had  then  taken  place,  he  is  de- 
cribed,  with  appropriate  accuracy,   not  only  as 
;  coufin  to  the  Earl  of  Douglas,"  but  as  "  actual 
proprietor  of  the  Caftlemilk  eftate." 
That  thefe  two  Sir  William  Stewarts  are  one 
nd  the  fame  perfon,  there  can  be  no  fort  of  doubt, 
t  is  a  point  you  yourfelf  have  fuccefsfully  labour- 
d  to  eftablifh  ;  although  you  moil  erroneoufly  fup- 
ofe,  that  the  brother,  and  not  the  nephew,  of  Sir 
ohn  Stewart  of  Darnley,  is  intended  in  the  deed 
p).  The  utter  impoftibility  of  fuch  a  fuppofition  we 
all  hereafter  have  occafion  to  fhow  more  at  large, 
hen  we  examine  the  arguments,  by  which  your 

theory 


(o)  See  p.  61.  note  (c),  and  p'.  62.  (d). 

(p)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  die  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  324 — 
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theory  is  fupported.  Let  it  fuffice,  for  the  pre 
lent,  to  obferve,  that  the  elder  Sir  William  Stew 
art  had,  not  only,  long  before,  conferred  the  ettat 
of  Caftlemilk  upon  his  eldeft  fon  (oj,  but  he  \va 
a  prifoner  in  the  Tower  of  London  at  the  tin 
when  it  is  undeniable  that  the  former,  at  lealt,  c 
the  two  charters  was  executed  in  Scotland  (r). 

In  regard  to  the  time  of  the  younger  Sir  Wl 
liam  Stewart*!  death,  it  is  fomewhat  uncertaii 
By  your  investigations  it  teems  evident,  that  he  L 
vect  at  leait  down  to  the  year  1439.  So  kind,  thong 
inadvertent  B  corroboration  of  Lord  Galloway 
argument,  has,  however,  the  effect  of  renderin 
even  )  1  account  in  fume  refpects  more  coi 

iiilent  :  For  Sir  William's  (ucceffbr  does  not  aj 
ro  have  been  invefted  in  the  Caftlemilk  ellat 
till  fubieqnent  to  the  period  jult  now  mentioi 
ed    s). 

in  the  review,  Sir,  we  have  now  taken  of  tl 
\  Sir  William  Stewart,  and  his  two  fons, 
trult  that  the  points  intended  to  be  proved  ha' 
been  made  futficiently  evident.  Jn  an  account 
the  ore  lent  competition,  given  in  your  book,  fon 
of  thefe  points  are  fo  fairly  Mated,  and  on  the 
proof  or  refutation  you  ieem  fo  candidly  to  r( 

tl 


(O  See  p.  53.  note  (oj- 

(r)  See  p.  54.  note  (s),  p.  55.  (t)  and  (u). 

(s)  The  reader  will  find  thefe  points  difcufled  hereaft 
p.  ill,  &.C. 
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le  iflue  of  the  conteft,  that,  I  think,  I  cannot 
ere  do  better,  than  tranferibe  the  pafiage.  "  The 
author   of  this   prefent  Genealogical   Hiftory, 
having  bellowed  feveral  years  in  the  inveftiga- 
tion  of  what  relates  to  the  Dernley  family,  and 
in  tracing  the  diiferent  branches  of  that  family, 
is  ready  to  admit,  that  if  it  can  be  eftabliflied] 
by  an  authentic  document,  or  by  any  thing  de- 
leting the  name  of  folic!,  good  evidence,  that 
Sir  William  Stuart  of  Jed  worth  was  the  ion  of 
Sir  Alexander,  or  the  brother  of  Sir  John  Stu- 
art of  Dernley  ;  or  that  he  poiTeiTed  the  lands  of 
Caftelmilk,  as  well  as  thofe  of  Datfwinton  and 
Jedworth,    and,    in    confequence    thereof,    was 
fometimesdefigned*  of  Jedworth,  and  at  other 
times  of  Caftelmilk ;   then  *    and  in  either  of 
thefe  cafes,  he  mould  be  of  opinion,  that  the 
prefent  Earl  of  Galloway  muft  be  the  undoubt- 
ed  heir-male   and  reprefentative  of  the  Dern- 
ley family,  on  the  failure  *  of  Cardinal  York: 
For  it  is  very  well  afcertained,  that  the  £arl 
of  Galloway  is  defcended  from,  and  is  the  true 
heir  male    and    reprefentative  of  Sir   William 
Stuart  of  Jedworth,   whofe  fori  John  married 
the   heirefs   of  Dalfwinton."  (T).     No  doubt, 
have  here  committed  a  material  error,   viz! 
fuppofing  it  to  be  advanced,  by  Lord  Gallo- 
v,  that  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth  ever 
Tefled  the  eilate  of  Dalfwinton,  than  which  no- 
thing 

0  Genealog.  Hid.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.3i5.  317. 
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thing  can  be  more  inconiiflent  with  the  fact  ;  a 
though  it  is  true  that  his  eldctt  ion  did  acquire  i 
in  confequence  of  his  marriage.  But  this,  in  a 
likelihood,  is  a  mere  inadvertency.  I  (hall  no 
therefore,  take  the  trouble  otherwife  to  controve 
it,  than  by  referring  you,  in  general,  to  Mr  Wi 
liams's  book. 

Now,  Sir,  I  prefume  to  think,  that  all  the  abo^ 
points,  together  with  fome  others,  which  you  hw 
not  taken  into  the  account,  are  completely  prove 
in  the  preceding  pages.     Whether  the  cvidenc 
in  your  opinion,  may  "  deferve  the  name  of  foli 
"  good  evidence,"  I  cannot  pretend  to  fay  :   Bi 
when  compared  with  molt  of  the  proofs  exhibit) 
by  yourfelf,  it  will  be  found,  to  all  appearance, 
good  and  fulid,  and,  in  fact,   far  more  confiile 
and  fatisfa&ory.     To  produce  legal  evidence  oi 
defcent  from  Sir  William,  the  brother  of  Sir  Jol 
Stewart  of  Darnley,  is,  we  well  know,  neither 
your  power,  nor  Lord  Galloway's.     The  remot 
nefs  of  the  events,  as  well  as  the  injuries  i 
confpire  to  forbid  it.     A  fad,  or  a  feries  of  fad 
may  fometimes  be  very  clearly,  although  they  ca 
not  be  jult  legally  demonstrated;  and  the  proof 
a  fucceilion,  whether  to  landed  property  or  heii 
ditary  honours,  which  a  court  of  law  in  its  oilic 
capacity  would  reject,  may  yet  be  fuch,  as  to  bri 
private  and  individual  conviction  to  the  minds 
the  judges.    It  is  upon  a  proof  like  this,  prefunl 
tive  and  circumjtantial,  that  we  pretend  to  fay  c 
prefent  argument  is  founded.     But  the  prefuflM 
tion  is  fo  ftrong,  and  the  circumftances,  which  c< 

roborl 
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roborate  it,  (o  numerous  and  unqueftionable,  that 
fcarcely  any  thing,  fhort  of  legal  certainty,  can  be 
figured  more  conclufive. 

From  the  firft  appearance  of  Sir  William  Stew- 
art in  1385,  to  his  death  in  1429,  at  the  fiege  of 
Orleans,  a  period  of  44  years,  we  have  feen  him 
fuftain  a  confident  character.  Agreeably  to  the 
acknowledged  practice  of  that  age,  he  adopted  dif- 
ferent additions  or  deiignations  #,  according  to  the 
various  fituations,  and  time,  and  circumftances  of 
the  tranfaclions,  in  which  they  were  afiumed.  Un- 
der whichever  of  thefe  he  chances  to  appear,  whe- 
ther as  a  commander  in  military  expeditions,  a  ne- 
gociator  in  public  treaties,  or  as  a  party,  or  a  wit- 
nefs  in  private  contracts,  he  is  ftill  feen  as  acting 
with  the  fame  aflociates,  connected  with  the  fame 
friends  and  companions,  and  honourably  enjoying 
the  fame  patronage.  Above  all,  -we  perceive  him 
to  be  a  younger  brother  of  the  Houfe  of  Darn  ley  y 
poffeffing  eftates  acknowledged  to  be  the  heredi- 
tary property  of  that  family,  and  tranfmitting 
them  to  his  defcendants.  It  being,  therefore,  once 
proved,  that  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth  and 
Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  are  one  and 
the  fame  perfon  ;  and  you  having  fairly  mown,  by 
the  French  evidence,  that  that  perfon  is  the  bro- 
ther of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  it  confe- 
quently  follows,  that  he  muft  alfo  be  fon  to  Sir 
Alexander  Stewart,  who  was  the  father  of  both. 

Concerning  Sir  John  and  Sir  WTilliam  Stewarts, 

the  fons  of  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  we 

perceive  that  the  evidence  is  equally  clear,  and 

K  their 
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their  character  and  conduct  no  lefs  confiftent.  Ob- 
taining the  property  of  Caillemilk  foon  after  his 
marriage,  the  elder  naturally  adopted  that  defig- 
nation  *,  until  the  tacceflion  opened  to  the  great- 
er pofTefiions  of  his  lady,  and  induced  him  to  be- 
llow it,  according  to  former  ufage,  on  his  younger 
brother.  As  to  Sir  William,  we  alfo  recognife 
him,  in  his  turn,  enjoying  the  eftatc  ;  nor  was  it 
inherited,  by  his  tacccflbr,  on  the  death  of  the 
firft,  but  of  the  fecond  Sir  William  Stewart,  who, 
as  we  have  mown,  furvived  his  father  about  ten 
years. 

The  fpecies  of  internal  evidence,  (if  I  may  ufe 
the  expreifton)  retaking  from  the  tranfmiflion  of 
landed  property,  is  in  this  whole  account  very  re- 
markable. It  goes  to  fhow,  that  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  Jedworth,  and  his  defendants  of  Gar- 
lies  and  Dalfwinton,  originally -fprung  from  the 
flock  of  the  Lord  High  Stewards,  and  from  that,  of 
Bonkill :  That  they  indifputably  are  a  younger 
branch  of  the  Darnley  family  ;  and  have,  in  confe- 
quence,  regularly  inherited,  and  dill  continue  to 
enjoy  eftates,  which,  on  no  other  hypothecs,  could 
have  come  into  their  poflfefiion.  For  the  fake  of 
perfpicuity,  let  us  here  give  a  concife  tammary  of 
the  principal  feels  and  circumftances,  that  confti- 
tute  this  evidence,  in  order  that  it  may  be  percei- 
ved, by  the  reader,  in  one  clear  and  connected 
view. 

The  barony*  of  Garlies  was  full  conferred,  by 
a  royal  charter,   on  Alexander  VI. th  Lord  High 

Steward 
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Steward  of  Scotland,  1263  (u)  ;  and  from  him  it 
defcended  to  his  fon,  Sir  John*Stewart  of  Bonkill 
and  Jedworth,  1290  (v).  About  the  year  1320, 
King  Robert  Bruce  beftowed  on  Sir  Walter  Stew- 
art, the  third  fon  of  Sir  John,  the  lands  of  Dal- 

f win  ton, 


(u)  The  charter  conferring  the  barony*  of  Garlies,  then 
in  Dumfriesfliire,  now  in  the  ftewartry  of  Kirkcudbright, 
was  granted  by  King  Alexander  III.  and  dated  30th  No- 
vember 1263.  It  exiftcd  in  171 2,  and  was  then  in  the 
hands  of  Mr  Stewart  of  Phifgill,  a  cadet  of  the  Galloway 
family.  (See  Symfon's  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  56.)  ;  and 
probably  is  ftill  not  irrecoverable.  This  is  another  of  the 
curious  and  ancient  documents  obtained  from  the  charter- 
cheft  at  Galloway  Houle. 

(v)  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  3.  Sir  John  gave 
-the  lands  of  Garlies,  &c.  with  his  only  daughter  Ifabella, 
who  efpoufed  Thomas  Randolf,  Earl  of  Murray.  John 
Randolf,  the  next  Earl  of  Murray,  reftored  the  barony*  of 
Garlies,  together  with  the  lands  of  Curfock,  Glenmanock, 
&c,  to  the  defcendants  of  the  Lord  High  Stewards  in  the 
male  line;  For,  Sir  Walter  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton,  the 
third  fon  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill  and  Jedworth,  re- 
ceived, about  the  year  1328,  from  John  Randolf  Earl  of 
Murray,  a  charter  of  the  lands  of  Garlies,  &.c  in  which  he 
is  ftyled  charijjimus  avunculus  fuus.  This  charter  is  ftill 
extant  in  the  Earl  of  Galloway's  poffeffion,  at  Galloway 
Houfe.  It  is,  as  often  happened  in  that  "age,  without  any 
date  :  But,  from  the  death  of  fome  of  the  witneffes  who  at- 
teft  it,  an.  1330,  it  is  evident,  that  it  muft  have  been  grant- 
ed before  that  period.  See  the  confirmation  of  this  deed, 
by  King  David  II.,  among  the  Harleian  MSS.,  quoted 
j>.  35.  note  (o). 
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fwinton,  as  a  reward  for  his  fervices,  in  the  expe 
dition  to  Ireland,  under  that  Prince's  brother,  Ed- 
ward Bruce  (x). 

The  eftate  of  Jedworth  defcended,  to  Sir  Wil 
liarn  Stewart,  from  his  great-grandfather  Sir  John 
of  Bonkill,  1296;  and  it  feems  to  have  been  an 
appanage  of  a  fecond  fon  of  the  Darnley  family, 
for  nearly  two  centuries  (y).  Sir  Alan  Stewart 
of  Dreghorn,  mentioned  an.  13 16,  &-c,  was  the 
fecond  fon  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill  and 
Jedworth.  He  had  a  grant,  as  appears  from  in- 
ventories of  charters  in  the  public  archives,  of 
feveral  lands  {till  in  the  poffefiion  of  the  Earl  of 
Galloway,  fuch  as  thofe  of  Crofswell,  or  Corf- 
well,  Drothardreg,  &-C.  (z).    And  it  is  more  than 

probable, 

(x)  See  authorities  from  the  hiftorians  of  this  era,  p.  26. 
There  is,  relative  to  the  eftate  of  Dalfwinton  beftowed  on 
Sir  Walter  by  King  Robert  Bruce,  an  account  of  a  char- 
ter, preferved  in  Lord  Haddington's  collection,  in  the  Ad- 
vocates Library  at  Edinburgh.  It  is  defcribed,  Charta 
TValteri  Stncfcalli  de  baronia  de  Dalfwinton,  faciendo  fervi- 
tiurn  quantum  pertinet  ad  ipfnm  baroniam,  juxta  quantitatem 
antiquam  fervitii  de  integra  baronia  de  Dalfwinton  debiti  et 
eonfueti,  &c.  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton  was  one  of 
the  great  barons,  who  repaired  to  England  with  King  Da- 
•vid  Bruce's  ranfom,  after  the  battle  of  Durham,  in  which 
he  was  taken  prifoner,  an.  1316.  Rym.  Feed.  Angl.  torn. 
v»-  P-35- 

(y)  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  19. 

(z)  Charter  by  King  David  II.  to  Alan  Stewart,  father 
to  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  of  the  lands  of  CrofTewell,  ot 

Corfwell, 
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probable,  that  the  eftate  of  Jed  worth  was  alfo  pof- 
feffed  by  Sir  Alan,  and  defcended  to  his  pofterity, 
in  a  fimilar  manner  (a).  "  John  Stewart  of  Jed- 
I  worth,"  who  is  mentioned  in  the  chartulary* 
of  Kelfo,  1323,  there  is  every  reafon  to  believe, 
was  Sir  John,  the  elded  fon  of  Sir  Alan,  defigned* 
afterwards  of  Crookfton  and  Darnley(B). 

The 

Zlorfwell,  Drothardreg,  and  part  of  Glengary,  commonly 
:alled  Knockhill,  in  the  Rinus  of  Galloway.  Harl.  MSS. 
No.  4609. 

(a)  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  19. 

(b)  The  name  of  the  fame  Sir  John  is  alfo  repeatedly  men- 
ioned  in  Rymer's  Fcedera,  torn.  v.  p.200,  791. torn. vi.  p.34, 
J5,  46,  47,  &-C.  It  alfo  occurs  in  Macfarlane's  Collection, 
n  the  Advocates  Library  at  Edinburgh,  in  a  charter  dated 
in.  1335,  and  in  feveral  others  granted  about  1344.  See 
ivid.  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  19.  It  is  however,  perfectly 
•.vident,  that  the  Sir  John  Stewart,  noticed  in  the  text  an. 
[323,  as  proprietor  of  Jedworth,  could  not  be  the  fon,  but 
vas  the  nephew  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill ;  an  error 
nto  which  fome  writers  have  ignorantly  fallen  :  But  by 
he  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts  the 
niftake  has  been  purpofely  propagated,  in  order  to  perplex 

ord  Galloway's  extraction,  and  raife  up  for  him  an  ancef- 
or  of  the  houfe  of  Bonkill,  and  yetfeparate  from  the  fami- 
y  of  Darnley.  See  his  Genealogical  Table,  where  he  def- 
ribes  the  4th  fon  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill,  as  "  John 
;  Stewart  of  Jedwith"  (as  he  affects  to  write  it) ;  and  where 
ie  affirms,  contrary  to  all  evidence  whatfoever,  that  "  he 
'  hft  iJJue'"  This  writer,  at  his  leifure,  may  confult  the 
Vnnals  of  Scotland,  by  that  judicious  antiquary,  and  ac- 

complifhed 


r  78  ] 

The  eftate  of  Synlaws  was  granted  to  Sir  Wil 
liam  Stewart  of  Jed  worth,  an.  1385  (c),   that 
Minto,  in  1391  ;  and  both  are  found  defcending 
to  his  poltcrity,  in  1458  and  1476(D).     The  de- 
fcent  of  the  lands  of  Innerwick,  &-c.  belonging 

to 


coroplilhed  fcholar,  Lord  Hailcs,  (vol.  ii.  p.  307),  and  per- 
haps he  will  there  find  authority  to  fatisfy  him,  that  the 
ton  of  Sir  John  of  Bonkill  In  queftion,  killed  at  Hallidon 
hiil,  was  not  defigned  M  of  Jedwith,"  but  of  Daldony  as  wc 
accordingly  have  delineated  him.  (See  the  Genealogical 
Sketch,  fubjoined  to  this  Letter.)  This  is  a  hope  I  am  the 
more  induced  to  indulge,  on  account  of  our  author's  Dfl 
bounded  veneration  for  the  learned  Lord.Jn  both  thefe  cha. 
rafters  ;  for,  "  More  attention  is  due  (he  fays)  even  to  his 
"  conjiEturciy  than  to  the  pq/itive  ajfertions  of  many  othel 
*'  authors,  on  genealogical  fubje&s."  Genealog.  Hift.  oj 
the  Stewarts,   Part  II.  p.  75. 

(c)  See  p.  ^.  note  (l). 

(d)  By  a  charter  of  the  lands  of  Minto,  by  John  Turn, 
bull,  qnoted  p.  34.  note  (m),h  appears,  that  they  were  by 

■  J  *  to  Sir  Willir.m  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  an. 
1391.  And  by  the  charters  No.  I.  and  II.,  in  p.  42.  note 
(t),  both  Minto  and  Synlaws  are  feen  in  the  poflfefiion  ol 
Alexander,  foil  to  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton,  in 
r  1 548.  There  is  likewife  a  charter  by  King  Jamei 
III.,  in  the  fixteenth  year  of  his  reign,  1476,  of  the  landi 
of  Synlaws,  Merbottil,  Sec,  in  the  county  of  Roxburgh, 
to  Thomas  Stewart,  the  fon  of  Sir  William  Stewart  o\ 
Dalfwinton,  on  the  refignation  of  Alexander  Stewart,  fon 
and  heir-apparent  to  Sir  William  Stewart.  Public  Records, 
B.  viii.  chap.  29c. 
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0  Lord  Galloway,  affords,  moreover,  an  addition- 
til  in  fiance  of  a  fimilar  pr  ogre  (Ron  (e). 

As  to  the  cflate  of  Caftlemilk,  the  line  of  foc- 
effion  in  which  it  has  been  traced,  is  like  wife  re- 
narkable.  Its  firft  appearance  was  in  the  hands 
•f  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  an.  1387  (f). 
\y  him  it  was  conveyed  to  his  brother  Sir  Wil- 
iam  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  and  Jed  worth  (c)  ; 
nd  it  pafTed,  afterwards,  fucceffively  to  his  two' 
3ns,  Sir  John  and  Sir  William  Stewarts  (h). 
The  fact  we  have  above  noticed,  relating  to  the 
ifputed  fucceffion  to  the  lands  of  Minto,  the  pro- 
erty  of  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  is 
kevvife  convincing.  His  lineal  heirs,  infiead  of 
*maining  (as 'your  theory  would  require)  in  a 
ate  of  inconceivable  apathy  for  feven-and-twen- 

1  years,  immediately  claimed  the  eftate  ;  andac- 
Drdingly,  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton  re- 
nlarly  made  up*  his  titles  in  1429,  on  the  fall  of 
is  grandfather,  before  Orleans  (1). 

To 


(e)  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  19. 

(f)  See  two  original  deeds,  in  the  poffeffion  of  the  Duke 
iMontrofe,  defcribed  p.  49.  note  (1). 

(g)  Genealog.  Hi  ft.  of  the  Stewarts,  Fart  III.  p.  iC8, 
in. 

(h)  See  grant,  by  William  Urry,  to  the  Monks  of  Pail*. 
T,  cited  p.  55;  note  (£.).  And  the  charter  by  the  Earl 
Douglas  to  John  de  Park,  p.  67.  note  (n). 

(1)  See  p.  46.  alfo  note  (e)  thereon. 
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To  this  multiplied  evidence  may  very  properl 
be  added  the  circumftance  of  the  patent,  by  Kin 
James  VI.  of  Scotland,  and  I.  of  England,  crea 
ing  Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton   Lor 
Garlies,  in  1607.     By  that  grant  it  appears,  th 
he  was  raifed  to  the  peerage  principally  on  ac 
count  of  his   defcent  from  the  Stewarts  of  Darn 
ley  (k).     Such  is  not  only  the  reafon  fpecificall 
afiiigned  in  the  patent ;  but,  in  order  to  give  ev 
ry  poflible  force  to  this  authoritative  document 
his  genealogy,  King  James,  who  was  himfelf  pa 
ternally  defcended  from  that  family,  commiffion 
ed  Ludovic  ,Duke  of  Lennox,  then  at  the  hcac 
of  the  houfe  of  Darnley,  to  inveft  Sir  Alexande 
with  the   intended   honour.      The  precife  time 
when  the  houfe  of  Darnley  acquired   a  right  0 
fuccefllon  to  the  title  of  Lennox,  is  likewife  hint 
ed  at,  in  the  patent,  as  the  period,   when 'the  fa 
mily  of  Garlies  branched  off  from  that  houfe 
And  this,  it  is  well  known,  was  by  the  marriagi 
of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  about  1390,  wit! 
Elizabeth,  daughter  to  Duncan  Earl  of  Lennox. 

From  the  nature,  Sir,  of  the  narrative,  and  th 
proofs  which  we  have  now  delivered,  lbme  part 
will  feem  more,  and  others  lefs  conclufive,  to  th 
impartial  reader.  Taken  as  a  whole,  there  is 
congruity  in  the  evidence,  which  is  ftriking  an 
uniform  throughout.  It  is  founded  on  fads  ;  i 
is  corroborated  by  charters ;  it  is  fortified  an 

confirme 


(k)  See  a  copy  of  the  Patent  at  full  length,  appendix 
No.  I. 
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confirmed  by  hiftory  and  probability  ;  and,  in  a 
word,  doubted  by  nobody  but  yourfelf.  Befides, 
it  poflefTes  this  never-failing  characleriftic  of  truth, 
that  all  the  links  in  the  chain  tend  more  clofely 
to  bind,  to  confolidate,  and  to  itregthen  one  ano- 
ther. Yet,  as  to  your  pretentions,  I  will  candid- 
ly acknowledge,  were  the  Stewarts  of  Galloway, 
Blantyre,  and  a  few  others  only  exterminated, 
no  perfon  would  be  found  fo  unreafonable  as  to 
deny,  that  you  were  then  heir- apparent  and  repre- 
sentative of  the  Cardinal  de  York. 


PART    SECOND. 

We  will  now  proceed,  according  to  our  plan,  to 
attempt  a  refutation  of  the  principal  propofitions 
on  which  you  feem  to  reft  your  claims  to  be  Re- 
prefentative  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart ;  to  which 
(hall  be  added  fome  farther  authorities  and  argu- 
ments, tending  to  evince  the  fallacy  of  your  en- 
tire fyftem.  Let  us  firft,  however,  juft  glance  at 
the  concife  and  eafy  method  you  adopt,  to  new- 
model  the  Genealogy  of  the  Houfe  of  BonkilL 

Concerning  the  original  defeent  of  the  Stew- 
arts in  general,  and  of  the  line  of  Bonkill  in 
^particular,  you  do  not  diffent  from  other  writers. 
"Down  to  the  year  1398,  when  Sir  William  Stew- 
art of  Jed  worth  and  Caftlemilk  appears  in  Ry^ 
L  mer's 
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mei's  Fcedera,  your  account  pretty  nearly  coirs 
cidcs  with  that  which  has  been  given,  in  the  fore- 
going pages.  But,  from  this  point  of  time,  you 
think  proper  to  deviate  into  a  path  peculiar  to 
yourfelf.  Determined  not  to  leave  Sir  William 
in  poffeffion  of  his  two  Ions,  (the  elder  the  pro- 
genitor of  Lord  Galloway,  and  the  younger 
the  Stuarts  of  Caillemilk),  you  arbitrarily  ftril 
off  an  entire  generation  from  your  new  feries. 
Thus,  having  got  rid  of  the  great  dilemma  of 
two  Sir  William  Stewarts  in  the  fame  age,  you 
next  proceed  to  make  up*  formal  titles  to  the  el- 
der for  your  own  anceitor  Sir  David  ;  and  thence 
demonitratc,  with  a  molt  fuccefsful  complacency, 
how  thefe  titles  are  veiled  in  yourfelf. 

But  the  exemplary  conduct  of  Lord  Galloway 
might  furely  have  excited  you  to  a  more  becom- 
ing affection  for  an  acknowledged  kinfman.  ln- 
iU-ad  of  unkindly  difmiffing  all  concern   for  your 

logy,  he  has  not  only  deduced  his  own  li- 
neage, but  as  carefully  pointed  out  and  eftabliih- 

lt  of  Caillemilk.  In  the  Genealogical  Hif- 
tory  of  the  Stewarts,  on  the  other  hand,  the  No- 
ble Earl  is  treated  with  the  molt  frigid  indiffer- 
ence; and  neither  himlelf,  nor  his  race,  at  lealt 
in  the  paternal  line,  is  fo  much  as  allowed  a  place 
in  your  table  of  generations.  "  Sir  William 
"  Stuart  ^you  tell  us)  was  a  quite  different  per- 
"  fon  from  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed  worth. — 
"  And  it  may  be  true,  (you  add),  that  he  was  de- 
"  fcended  from  the  fame  /lock  with  the  Stuarts  of 
"  Dernely  •>  but  he  mult  have  come  from  that 

"  itock 
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"  ftock  fome  generations  antecedent  to  the  time 
r  of  Sir  Alexander  Stuart  of  Derneley  (l)  ". 
Thus,  the  Nobleman  in  queftion  is  fairly  lopped 
off  from  the  trunk  of  the  Genealogical  Tree, 
which  you  have  reared  and  watered  with  fo  much 
induftry.  He  is,  without  compaflion,  left  to  ad- 
here to  any  vacant  twig  he  may  be  able  to  feize  ; 
and  from  thence  is  permitted  to  extend  his  bran- 
ches in  what  direction  foever  he  thinks  fit,  fo  as 
they  neither  overtop  nor  impede  thofe  of  "  Derne- 
"  ley  and  Caftlemilk." 

It  is  thus  far  only  that  we  have  any  concern 
with  your  new  fyftem.  With  refpecl  to  all  that 
precedes,  as  well  as  all  that  follows,  the  age  of 
Sir  William  Stewart,  it  is,  as  I  have  faid  above, 
foreign  to  the  prefent  'argument.  You  boaft  of 
the  extraordinary  light  you  have  thrown  on  the 
preceding  ages.  No  doubt,  in  a  feries  of  genera- 
tions, extending  through  feveral  centuries,  fome 
errors  had  been  committed  by  the  ignorance,  and 
fome  doubts  had  arifen  from  the  contradictions,  of 
2jenealogifts.  Of  the  former  clafs  we  have  not- 
iced feveral,  meritorioufly  expofed  by  your  di- 

:nce ;  while  others  of  the  latter  you  have  fo 
ompletely  overwhelmed  with  a  prolixity  of  elu- 
idation,  that,  at  this  moment,  they  are  more  un- 
ertain  than  before. 

The  true  queftion  between  yourfelf  and  Lord 
jalloway,  may  now  be  brought  into  a  narrow 
ompafs.     "  ift,   Is  the  Sir  William  Stewart  of 

"  Caftlemilk, 

>[l)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  317. 
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"  Cafllemilk,  who  was  one  of  the  confervators  of 
"  the  peace  in  1398,  the  only  poffefTor  of  the 
"  Cafllemilk  edate,  from  that  period  to  the  time 
"  of  his  death,  in  1429,  before  Orleans  ?  2dly, 
"  If  he  is  not,  were  the  intermediate  proprietors 
"  the  fons  of  Sir  William  Stewart  ?"  Could  the 
former  of  thefe  queftions  be  anfwered  in  the  af- 
firmative, I  freely  acknowledge,  that  your  claims 
would  be  edablilhed.  But  if  the  negative  of  the 
firit,  and  the  affirmative  of  the  fecond  proportion, 
are  confident  with  the  fact,  (as  we  have  proved 
them  to  be),  then  it  indubitably  follows,  that 
your  pretenfions  mud  fall  to  the  ground  •,  as  the 
eldelt  fon  of  that  fame  Sir  William  Stewart  is,  on 
all  hands,  admitted  to  be  the  progenitor  of  the 
Earl  of  Galloway. 

It  is  in  order  to  arrive  at  conclufions  the  con- 
verge of  thefe,  that  an  immediate  canneclion  be- 
tween Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth  and  Caf- 
tlemilk  and  Sir  David,  your  ancedor,  is^  created. 
For  the  fupport  of  that  theory  the  propoiitions 
you  undertake  to  prove,  may  fairly  be  reduced 
to  the  four  following ;  and  thefe  we  (hall  atten- 
tively examine  in  their  order. 

I.  "  That  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Cadlemilk, 
"  mentioned,  in  Rymer's  Fcedera,  as  one  of  the 
"  confervators  of  the  peace  in  1398,  is  the  fame 
"  perfon  as  the  Sir  William  Stewart,  brother  to 
"  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  killed,  an.  1429, 
"  before  Orleans. 


II.  "  Tha 


' 
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II.  "  That  a  Sir  William  Stewart,  faid  to  be 
"  put  to  death,  with  barbarous  cruelty,  by  Hen. 
"  iy  Picrcy,  furnamed  Hotfpur,  after  the  battle 
''  cf  Homildon,  in  the  year  1402,  is  Sir  William 
I  Stewart  of  Jed  worth,  the  anceftor  of  Lord  Gallo- 
I  way  :  Or,  at  leaft,  he  is  that  Sir  William  Stew- 
!  art,  who,  on  the  part  of  the  Noble  Earl,  is  af- 
j  ferted  to  be  the  fame  perfon  as  the  elder  Sir 
j  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk. 

•  III.  "  That  John  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  who 
:  appears  as  proprietor  of  that  eftate  in  1409,  is 
wholly  an  ideal  character ;  and  that  no  fuch 
;  perfon  ever  exifted,  in  the  lucceffion  of  the 
:  Darnley,  or  Caftlemilk  families. 

IV.  «  That  Sir  William  Stewart,  defigned  of 
Caftlemilk,  fome  time  between  the  years  1410 
and  1424,  is  the  felf-fame  perfon  as  the  Sir 
William  Stewart,  alfo  defigned*  of  Caftlemilk, 
an.  1398,  and  mentioned  as  one  of  the  confer- 
vators  of  the  peace,  at  that  period." 

As  to  the  Ift  Propofition,  »  That  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  mentioned  in  Rymer's 
Foedera,  as  one  of  the  confervators  of  the  peace 
in  1398,  is  the  fame  perfon  as  the  Sir  William 
Stewart,  brother  to  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darn- 
ley,  killed,  an.  1429,  before  Orleans."  I  muft 
knowledge,  Sir,  that  you  have  made  this  appear 
a  manner  the  moft  fatisfactory.  No  genealogi- 
l  writer  ever  laboured  a  point  with  more  unwea- 

ried 
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vk<l  inveftigation,  or  more  convincing  arguments. 
The  fuccefsful  researches  which  you  made  in! 
France  in  1789,  have  enabled  you  to  place  the 
clofe  connection  of  thole  two  remarkable  brothers 
in  a  pleafing  point  of  view  ;  and  Lord  Gallowny, 
of  all  men,  is  moft  peculiarly  indebted  to  you,  for1 
thus  elucidating  the  hitherto  doubtful  traniaclions 
ur  mutual  anceftor.  To  fubftantiate,  indeed, 
any  other  portion  of  the  evidence,  when  compared 
with  this,  was  an  eafy  talk.  The  materials  which 
compofed  the  former,  were  moflly  to  be  fought  for 
in  our  own  country.  And  it  feems  at  leaft  doubt- 
ful, v. -nether  the  nobleman  juft  now  mentioned,' 
would  have  felt  the  fame  genealogical  ardour  asi 
vourfelf,  and  purpofely  vifited,  with  fuch  patient 
induftry,  the  public  offices  at  Paris,  the  Chapter^ 
^oufe  at  Oilcans,  or  the  palace  of  Aubigny  (m).   j 

2d. 


(m)  If  the  reader  is  curious  to  learn  the  particulars  ofj 
this  important  vilit,  by  the  author  of  the  G.  H.,  to  France* 
and  particularly  to  Orleans  and  Aubigny,  we  mull  refe* 
him  to  the  work  itfelf.  He  will  there  be  gratified  with 
many  memorable  and  interefting  facts.  He  will  find,  that 
the  bodies  of  the  two  brothers  were  mis  en  fepulture,  dedans 
la  grande  eg  life,  diBe  SainSle  Croix,  Id  ou  il  ft  ftijl  pour  eux 
beau  fervice  divin.  (Hift.  du  fiege  d'Orleans  (trouve  danij 
la  Maes  ou  J.e  Vilk  (Fol.  14.)  Et  que  ce  Seigneur  (fjfea^ 
Stuart)  prevoyant  fa  mart,  dans  les  hazards  crdinaires  de  la 
guerre,  avoit  fait  fon  tcjlament,  etfondu,  dans  la  chapclle,  unt 
maffe  haute  a  perpetuite,  tous  les  jours  d  Viffue  des  matinees,  J 
laquelle  les  enfans  de  chceur  doivent  affifut ."  ThaumaffiereJ 
Hift.  de  Berry.     Befides  all  this,  the  reader  will  learn  tha< 

there 
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lid  PropofiHon:  "  That  a  Sir  William  Stewart, 
:  faid  to  be  put  to  death,  with  barbarous  cruelty! 
by  Henry  Piercy,  furnamed  Hotfpur,  after  the 
battle  of  Homildon,  in  the  year  1402,   is  Sir 
William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  the  anceflor  of 
Lord  Galloway  ;  or,  at  leaft,  he  is  that  Sir  Wil- 
liam Stewart,  who,  on  the  part  of  the  Noble 
Earl,  is  aflerted  to  be  the  fame  perfon  as  the  el- 
der Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk." 
It  is  related  in  the  Scotichronicon  by  Forduu 
0,  and  by  Winton  in  his  Chronicle,  that  a  noble- 
an  named,  by  the  former  writer,  "  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  the  Foreft,"  and,  by  the  latter,  «  Sir 
William  Stewart  of  Teviotdale,"  was  taken  pri- 

"  foner 


re  are,  (or  were  in  i788),  in  the  Chateau  d'Aubigny, 
ny  family  piBures  of  "the  Stewart  race:'  That,  in  the 
mg-room,  there  is  a  full  length  portrait  of  Jehan  Stuart 
nd  Connkable  de  I'armee  d'Ecofe  ,  That  it  is  painted  on 
3d,  and  in  the  molt  perfecl  ftate  of  prefervation.  Befides, 
iy  rare  hkeneffes  of  other  members  of  the  family  are 
gently  defcribed,  and  the  frames  golden  and  wooden  mod 
ndly  enumerated.  What  has  now  become  of  all  thgfe 
(hall,  from  a  perfect  refpedt  for  .he  feelings  of  the  au- 
•,  not  even  prefume  to  conjure.  See  Genealog,  Hift 
he  Stewarts,  Part  III.  p.  153,-^59.  Part  IV.  p.  20p, 

0  Properly  fpeaking,  it  is  in  the  continuation  of  For- 
s  work,  by  Walter  Bowmaker,  that  the  occurrence  in 
turn  is  recorded.  Walter  Bowmaker  was  Abbot  of  St 
mb,  and  nourished  in  the  beginning  of  the  15th  cen- 
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foner  by  the  Englifh,  at  the  battle  of  Homildo 
Under  colour  that  in  his  youth  he   had  been 
fubjedl  of  the  King  of  England,  he  was  fucceflw 
ly  tried  by  three  different  juries  for  treafon  :   Bd 
fo  ably  did  he  plead  his  own  caufe,  that  he  wa| 
acquitted  by  all  the  three.     A  fourth  jury,  conj 
pofed  of  the  creatures  of  Piercy,  was  then  afferri 
bled,  which  unjuftly  condemned  him.     Thus  J 
moft  accomplilhed  perfon,  whofe  innocence  waf 
acknowledged  by  the  Englilh  themfelves,  was  eaj 
ecuted  as  a  traitor  :  But,  in  fad,  he  fell  a  victim  V 
the  rancour  of  an  enemy  (o).  I 

The  circumftances  of  this  trial  you  particular 
(late  from  Fordun,  and  Winton.     You  confided 


(o)  Captus  ibifuit  valens  miles,  et  inter  fapientes  prim 
Dominus  Willi. ^imus  Stuart  de  Forefta  ;  et  coram  Dom^ 
Henrico  Piercy  juniore  de  traditione  falfo  adjuduatus,  pro* 
aubd,  cumpuer  effct,  antiquum  Kevidalia  venit  ad  pace m\ 
lis,  ipfe,ficut  ateri,  de  patrid  Anglicatus  erat  de  necejit^ 
De  L  acrius  accufatus,  fed  fagaater  fud  propria  peroratk 
defenfus,  tres  Anglorum  ajfifas  tanauam  immums  evafit.  I 
etdiBus  Piercy,  qui  Hot/pur  dicebatur,  inveteratd  excanj 
cens  malitid,  probitdti  nimium  et  fapienti*  mihtis  tnvid) 
non  paJTus  ejl  ipfumfic  Ubertati  donari.  Sed  et  de  ajfentd 
ribusfuis  nova  ajftfd  elecld  prsponere,  et  per  per  am  condeM 
tur,  et  tanauam  traditor  tratlus  et  demembratus.,  inn* 
martyr  pro  jujlid  paffus,  d  plerifque  etiam  Anghs  reput 
eft.     Scotichron.  torn.  ii.  p.  434- 

Schire  William  Stewart  of  Teiiidale 

That  day  wes  tane  ia  that  battale,  Vc.  lie. 

Wint.  Chron.  p.  4°i< 
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ly  affert,  that  Sir  William  Stewart  "  of  the  Foreft," 
and  "  of  Jed  worth  Foreft,"  means  "juft  the  fame 
"  thing;"  and  then  obferve,  w  ith  extraordinary- 
triumph,  that  "  there  can  be  no  reliance  on  any 
"  hiftorical  fa6t  whatever,  if  credit  is  not  due  to 
u  this  fad:  relating  to  Sir  William  Stuart,  afcer- 
"  tained  as  it  is  by  contemporary  authors  of  great 
"  reputation,  who  could  have  no  inducement  to 
"  faliify  the  fact ;  and  who,  if  they  had  invented 
"  the  ftory  of  the  trial  and  execution  of  Sir  Wil- 
"  liam  Stuart,  could  fo  eafily  have  been  detected; 
*'  which  would  have  ruined  their  character  for 
"  veracity,  and  deftroyed  the  credit  of  the  hifto- 
"  ries  they  were  then  giving  to  the  public."  (p). 
Were  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  the 
brother  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  the  only 
perfon  of  the  name  exifting  at  this  period,  fuch  a 
mode  of  reafoning  would  be  perfectly  concluiive. 
But  we  mall  immediately  fhow,  that  there  were 
two  other  Sir  William  Stewarts,  to  whom  the  trial 
and  execution,  by  order  of  Piercy,  are  far  more 
applicable.  Where  no  fewer  than  three  different 
perfons  are  found,  of  the  fame  name,  and  of  fimi- 
lar  characters,  in  one  and  the  fame  age,  it  mult 
often  be  productive  of  fufficient  perplexity  to  the 
hiftorian,  as  well  as  to  the  biographer  or  genealo- 
gift.  Whether  it  happen,  that  the  tranfactions  of 
fuch  men  be  mifreprefented  by  defign,  confound- 
M  ed 


(p)  Genealog.  Hid.   of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VI.  p.  32^, 
321. 
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cd  by  ignorance,  or  mingled  by  accident,  the  con- 
fequences  are  the  fame.  They  never  fail  to  afford 
fome  plaufible  foundation  for  almoft  any  fuper- 
ftructure,  that  ignorance  or  fancy  may  chufe  to 
eredt  upon  it. 

It  is  certain,  Sir,  in  this  part  of  your  argument, 
that  you  have  at  leaft  the  merit  of  making  every 
ufe.  which  fuch  a  circumftance  is  capable  of  fup- 
plying.  Yet,  in  my  judgment,  Lord  Galloway 
may  look,  with  the  moft  perfect  indifference,  on 
the  execution  of  the  unfortunate  gentleman  after 
the  battle  of  Homildon.  It  is  eafily  demonitrable, 
that  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth  is  neither 
named  nor  intended  as  the  fufferer  in  queftion. 
And  even,  if  he  were,  ftrong  concomitant  circum- 
itances  indeed  would  be  requilite,  to  overthrow 
the  proofs,  we  have  already  adduced,  of  his  iubfe- 
quent  tranfa&ions  ;  efpecially  when  the  exiftence 
of  two  other  cotemporaries  was  notorious,  for 
whom,  at  this  diftance  of  time,  he  could  fo  eafily 
be  miftaken. 

This  prifoner  is  named  by  Fordun  Sir  William 
Stewart  "  of  the  Foreft"  (de  Forejla):  But  it  by 
no  means  follows,  that  the  writer  thereby  intend- 
ed the  Tor  eft  of  Jedworth.  Etterick  Foreft,  or 
the  Foreft  of  Selkirk,  is  at  leaft  as  probable  ;  and 
the  Foreft  in  Angus-fhire,  or  other  Forefts  in  dif- 
ferent quarters  of  the  kindom,  might  equally  have 
been  implied  by  fo  very  vague  a  defcription  (q_) 

Ti 


(2_)  I  am  not  acquainted  with  any  defignation*,  that  more 
truly  merits  the  epithets  vague  and  indeterminate,  than  the 

defignation 
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To  this  it  may  be  objected,  that  no  part  of  Selkirk- 
ihire,  or  at  leaft  of  the  county  of  Angus,  had  ever 
been  fubdued  by  the  Engiifh  ;  and  that,  therefore, 
the  defignation*j  unlefs  derived  from  an  eflate 
that  could  have  been  alienated  by  forfeiture,  does 
not  conftitute  a  cafe  in  point.  Such  an  objection, 
however,  will  be  found  of  little  weight,  when  it 
is  confidered,  that,  in  this  age,  the  fame  perfon,  at 
different  times,  certainly  ufed  very  different  desig- 
nations *,  according  to  the  extent  or  variety  of  the 
property  he  pofTeifed  ;  and  that  a  writer,  in  re- 
cording 


designation*  "  of  the  Foreft."     In  a  country,  where  there 
were  fuch  numberlefs  forefts  (i.  e.  trails  once  covered  with 
wood,  but  now,  whether  wooded  or  not,  Mill  retaining  the 
ariginal  appellation)  it  is  plain  that  we  mud  be  unable  to 
determine,  from  the  word  "  Foreita"  alone,  the  particular 
Ituation  of  the  Foreft  intended.     It  were  endlefs  to  enu- 
merate examples  of  its  various  application  in  early  times.  I 
nail  content  myfelf  with  two  only.   The  one  is  juft  at  hand, 
laving  already  occurred  in  p.  67.  note  (n),  where  the  "  Ec- 
clefia  Beatce  Maria  de  Forejid"  is  recorded.    The  other  is 
n  Hummingford's  account  of  the  death  of  Sir  John  Stew- 
irt  of  Bonkill,  at  the  battle  of  Falkirk,  an.  1298,  occafiori- 
d  by  a  fall  from  his  horfe,  while  giving  orders  to  his  ar- 
:hers  "  of  the  Forefi  of  Selkirk."    Inter  quoa,frater  Senefcal- 
i  Scotnr,  cum  ordinajjet  viros  fagittarios  de  Forefla  de  Sel- 
:yrke,  cafu  ex  equo  cecidit,  et  inter  eojdem  nccifus  eji,  torn.  i. 
).  165.     I  believe  of  the  firft  example  no  perfon  will  pre- 
end  to  fay  (like  the  author  of  the  G.  H.)  that  it  "  muft 
!  mean  Jedworth  Foreft  ;"  nor  concerning  the  fecond,  that 

Iedworth  is  the  only  Foreft,  which  was  fituated  in  that  di- 
...» 
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cording  an  hiftorical  fad,  would  naturally  adopt 
that  mode  of  defcription,  by  which  his  hero  wag 
mod  generally  known,  or  under  which  he  had  ren- 
dered himfelf  mod  particularly  celebrated.  Thus, 
it  will  be  found  impoffible  to  produce  an  inftance, 
from  any  hiftory,  or  chronicle,  or  charter  of  the 
times,  where  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed  worth  and 
Caillemilk  is  obvioufly  mentioned,  and  where  he 
is  mentioned  by  the  delignation *  of  M  Sir  Wil- 
44  liam  Stewart  of  the  Foreft."  The  fame  obfer- 
vation  applies,  though  not  with  equal  force,  to  the 
addition  ufed  by  Winton.  "  Of  Jedworth,"  "  of 
"  SherifFof  Teviotdale," 
and  even  fimply  "  Sir  William  Stewart,'*  (where 
concomitant circumftancesotherwife  identify  him); 
.ire  the  only  descriptions  under  which  the 
brother  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley  is  known 
to  us ;  and  we  cannot  confent,  on  your  (ingle  af« 
iertion,  to  rccognife  him  under  any  other. 

On  this  train  of  reafoning  it  is  not  my  defire  tc 
lay  extraordinary  ftrefs.  Yet  it  may  ierve  the  pur- 
pofe  of  a&ing  collaterally  in  corroboration  ofothei 
undeniable  evidence,  which,  on  any  other  fuppofi- 
tion  but  the  folidity  of  the  former,  would  be  mofl 
contradictory  and  prepofterous.  Sir  William  Stew- 
art of  Jedworth,  at  the  time  of  action  at  Homil 
don,  was  detained  a  prifoner  in  England,  and  coiv 
fined  in  the  Tower  of  London  (r).  He  had  beei 
taken,   as  we  have  above  mown,  in  conjundioi 

witl 


(r  See  p.  54.  and  ncte  (s),  and  p.  55.  (t). 
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with  his  conftant  companion  Sir  John  Turnbull, 
furnamed  "  Out  with  the  Sword,"  and  other  chief- 
tains, about  the  end  of  the  year  1400,  in  an  irrup- 
tion into  England.  Accordingly,  after  his  releaie, 
he  appears  as  one  of  the  Scottifh  commanders  in 
the  expedition  to  France,  together  with  the  fame 
Sir  John  Turnbull.  All  writers  agree,  that  the 
following  diftinguifhed  perfons  embarked  for  the 
:ontinent  on  this  occaiion  ;  the  Earl  of  Buchan, 
:he  Earl  of  Wigton,  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley? 
5ir  William  Stewart,  Sir  John  Swintony  Sir  John 
rurnbull,  &-c.  But,  left  any  doubt  mould  remain 
is  to  the  identity  of  the  brother  of  Sir  John  Stew- 
irt  of  Darnley,  he  is  exprefsly  defcribed  as  "  Sir 
*  William  Stewart  lately  delivered  out  of  prifon  ;w 
laving  regained  his  liberty,  as  has  been  already 
•elated,  foon  after  the  acceffion  of  Henry  V.  to  the 
Englifh  throne  (s). 

Nor  does  the  character  or  conduct  of  Sir  WH- 

iam  Stewart  of  Jedworth  in  any  wife  accord  with 

he  charge  made  by  Piercy,  againft  his  ill-fated 

^Drifoner.     To  fuppofe  that  the  former  had  ever 

i  ^one  over  to  the  Englifh  intereft,  is  an  idea  ad- 

ijrerfe  itfelf  to  hiftorical  fuel,  and  countenanced  by 

10  circumftance  in  the  life  of  that  patriotic  chief- 

ain.     On  the  contrary,  when  a  part  of  Teviot- 

lale,  or  Roxburgh  (hire,  was  reduced  by  the  Eng- 

itb,  the  lands  of  Abercorne,  fituated  in  a  different 

part 


(s)  See  p.  55.  and  note  (u). 
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part  of  the  kingdom*  feem  to  have  been  conferred 
on  him  by  his  patron  the  Earl  of  Douglas  (t). 

On  attentively  comparing  the  different  accounts 
of  the  battle  of  Homildon,  with  ancient  charters 
ftill  exifting  in  relation  to  the  times,  it  is  evident, 
that  there  are  no  fewer  than  two  perfons  of  the 
name  of  William  Stewart,  independent  of  Sir  Wil- 
liam Stewart  of  Jedwurth,  on  whom  it  is  reafon- 
able  to  think  that  the  vengeance  of  Pieicy  might 
naturally  have  been  wrecked.  There  was  a  Sii 
William  Stewart,  deiigncd*  "  of  Angus,"  who, 
from  charters,  is  well  known  to  have  lived  about 
this  period  (u).  In  the  Scotichronicon,  he  is  re- 
prefented  as  prefent  at  the  battle  of  Homildon, 
That  perfon  pollibly  was  fometimes  defigned*  "  ol 
"  the  Foreft,"  that  is,  of  the  Foreft  of  Angus;  and 
we  have  no  reafon  to  believe,  that,  in  his  youth, 
he  was  not  a  fubjett  of  the  Englifh  Monarch. 
There  is  befides  another  William,  or  Sir  William 
Stewart,  in  the  fame  age,  who  appears,  by  a  char- 
ter  dated  about  this  time,  to  have  forfeited  hit 
lands  in  the  barony*  of  Maxwell,  in  Roxburgh- 
ihire ;  and  thefe  were,  in  confequence,  bellowed 

or 


(t)  See  p.  5c.  and  note  (k). 

(u)  This  Sir  William  Stewart  appears  in  feveral  char 
ters,  cited  by  David  Symfon,  hiftoriographer  for  Scotland 
whom  we  have  more  than  once  fpoken  of;  particularly 
among  the  Harleian  MSS.  N9  6432.  See  likewife  Evi 
dence  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  16. 
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>n  John  Maxwell,  the  perfon  in  whofe  favour  that 
charter  is  granted  (v).  As  the  circumftance  of 
he  forfeiture  entirely  correfponds  with  the  alle- 
gation of  Piercy,  it  is  more  than  probable,  that 
he  perfon  here  alluded  to  was  the  object  of  his 
erfecution,  and,  in  the  end,  furfered  by  his  cruel- 

Thus,  on  the  one  hand,  we  have  made  it  clear- 
t  appear,  that  there  are  two  William  Stewarts 
i  this  era,  of  whom  neither  can,  with  any  colour 
f  reafon,  be  objeded  to,  as  objects  of  the  trial  and 
tecution  after  the  battle  of  Homildon.     On  the 
:her  hand,  it  has  been  proved,  concerning  the 
tird,  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed  worth,  that  he 
mid,  in  no  view,  have  flood  in  that  predicament, 
ilng  a  prifoner,  at  the  time,  in  a  diftant  quarter 
"the  ifland.    To  make  ufe  of  your  own  words  on 
is  occafion,  «  There  can  be  no  reliance  on  any 
hiftorical  fad:  whatever,  if  credit  is  not  due  to 
this  fad  relating  to  Sir  William  Stewart,  afcer- 
tained  as  it  is  by  authors  of  great  reputation,  who 
could  have  no  inducement  to  faliify  the  fadt." 
e  cannot,  therefore,  entertain  a  doubt,  that  he 
)g  furvived  the  battle  of  Homildon,  and  was  ac- 
illy  killed  before  Orleans,  in  the  year  1429. 

Perhaps 


v)  The  charter  here  alluded  to,  occurs  in  the  authenti- 
d  inventory  of  Scotch  charters,  which  has  been  already 
ced.  It  grants  to  "  John  Maxwell  the  lands  of  Foflaw, 
1  the  barony*  of  Maxwell,  in  Roxburghfhire,  vacated 
y  the  forfeiture  of  William  Stuart,  ward."  Harl.  MSS, 
4609, 
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Perhaps  it  may  be  thought,  from  the  length  o 
thefe  reafonings,  that  we  have  laboured  this  poinl 
with  an  unneccfiary  minutenefs.  But  it  is  th« 
part  of  your  theory,  which,  if  not  folic!,  wears  a 
leail  the  femblance  by  far  the  moft  fpecious.  Ac 
cordingly,  you  appear  very  highly  to  value  your 
felf  on  its  importance.  You  feem  to  have  regard 
ed  it  as  a  ftrong-hold,  moft  fecurely  fortified,  fron 
which  you  could  be  driven  by  no  ftrength  of  facls 
nor  ingenuity  of  reafoning.  As  its  feeble  works 
however,  are  now  undermined,  and  tottering  I 
their  fall,  you  rnuft  at  length  defcend  into  th 
field  of  open  argument.  In  an  equal  conflict,  yo< 
will  be  reduced  to  confide  in  your  own  prope 
ftrength,  without  the  iheltcr  of  common  names,  c 
of  the  doubt  and  perplexity  of  fimilar  designations 
Such  a  conflict,  I  truft,  will  in  fome  fort  be  inevi' 
table,  in  the  courfe  of  our  furvey  of  your  next  pr< 
pofition. 

Hid  Propofition  :  "  That  John  Stewart  of  & 
"  ftlemilk,  who  appears  as  proprietor  of  till 
"  eftate,  in  1409,  is  wholly  an  ideal  charade^ 
•'  and  that  no  fuch  perfon  ever  exiiled,  in  the  fu< 
««  cefllon  of  the  Darnley  or  Caftlemilk  families.' 

You  fet  out  with  obferving  the  grofs  ignoranc 
of  Crawford,  in  his  account  of  your  family,  wh" 
he  has  delivered  in  his  hiftory  of  the  county 
Renfrew.     Among  other  errors,  he  has  had 
audacity  to  ftate,  from  the  Chartulary  *  of  Paiili 
that  "  John  Stewart,  the  fon  of  Sir  William,  ( 
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"  was  brother  (x)  to  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darn- 
"  ley)  pofTeiTed  the  eltate  of  Caftlemilk  in  1409." 
Upon  this  fable,  you  fay,  the  author  of  the  Evi- 
dence for  Lord  Galloway  has  obvioufiy  proceeded, 
and  raifed  the  whole  fuperilructure  of  his  ftate- 
ment  concerning  the  genealogy  of  the  Dalfwinton 
and  Caitlemilk  families.  You  have  "  proved, 
"  (you  obferve)  in  the  moll  conclusive  manner, 
f*  that  the  fame  Sir  William  Stuart,  who  is  admit- 
"  ted  by  Lord  Galloway  to  have  been  the  brother 
"  of  Sir  John  Stuart  of  Demley,  continued  to  live 
"  till  the  year  1429,  when  he  was  killed  in  France, 
"  at  the  fame  battle  with  his  brother.  This  fad 
has  been  eftablifhed  beyond  the  reach  of  contro- 
verfy,  and  not  only  admitted,  but  founded* 
upon  by  Lord  Galloway  bimfelf,  who  fays,  that 
his  anceftor  Sir  William  Stuart  of  Caftelmilk, 
whom  he  holds  to  be  the  fame  with  Sir  William 
Stuart  of  Jed  worth,  lived  till  the  year  1429, 
when  he  was  killed  during  the  fiege  of  Orleans. 
It  is  fcarcely  neceflary,  therefore,  to  appeal  to 
the  charters  before  mentioned,  granted  by  the 
Earl  of  Douglas  in  1411,  for  proving  that  Sir 
N  "  William 


(x)  Crawford  has  inadvertently  faid  the  "  younger  fon" 
inftead  of  "  younger  brother,"  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darn- 
ley,  probably  a  typographical  error.  Hift.  of  Renfrewihire, 
p.  92,  1  do  not,  however,  ftand  up  fur  the  accuracy  of  the 
whole  of  his  account  of  the  Caftlemilk  family  here  deliver- 
ed, which  has  fo  greatly  roufed  the  indignation  of  the  au- 
thor of  the  Genealog.  Hift.     See  Part  VII.  p.  328. 
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"  William  Stuart  of  Caftelmilk  was  alive  in  the 
"  years  1409  and  141 1  ;  for,  if  he  lived  till  the 
"  year  1429,  which  it  is  admitted  he  did,  he  ne- 
"  ceflarily  muft  have  been  alive  alfo  in  the  years 
"  1409  and  141 1,  and  all  the  years  which  inter- 
"  vened,  between  the  time  of  the  firft  mention  of 
"  him  in  Rymer's  Foedera  in  1398,  and  the  time 
"  of  his  death  in  1429.  The  certain  fad  is,  not 
"  only  that  Sir  William  Stuart,  the  proprietor  of 
"  the  lands  of  Caftelmilk,  was  alive  in  the  year 
"  1409,  but  that  he  continued  to  live  for  twenty 
"  years  thereafter*,  till  he  was  killed  in  France, 
"  in  the  fame  battle  with  his  brother  in  142Q." 

(v)- 

This  reafoning,  no  one  will  deny,  is  equally 
concife  and  cogent.  But,  left  the  obftinate  reader 
mould  ftill  remain  unconvinced,  and  (till  believe 
in  the  ill-timed  intrulion  of  a  "  John  Stewart  of 
"  Caftelmilk"  among  the  generations  of  your  an- 
ceftors,  you  have  yet  another  argument  in  ftore 
for  him.  Like  all  unanfwerable  arguments,  it  is 
referved  to  the  laft,  and  is  to  confound  and  over- 
whelm alike,  the  audacious  Crawford,  and  the  in- 
genious Mr  Williams,  with  all  their  adherents  and 
abettors.  The  foregoing,  you  declare,  "  is  not  the 
"  only  anfwer  to  the  inferences  and  arguments 
"  drawn  by  George  Crawford  and  his  followers 
"  from  the  fuppofed  exiftence  of  a  John  Stuart  of 
"  Caftelmilk,  in  the  year  1409.     There  is  a  fur- 

"  ther 


(y)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  332 
333- 
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ther  aniwer  in  point  of  fad,  which,  on  the  part 
"  of  the  Stuarts  of  Caftelmilk,  is  confidently  af- 
"  ferted,  to  wit,  that  there  never  was  a  John  Siu- 
"  art  proprietor  of  the  lands  of  Cajlelmilk,  either  in 
the  year  1409,   or  at  any  other  period  in  the 
15th  century.     They  are  confident  that  it  will 
not  be  in  the  power  of  any  perfon  whatever  to 
I  produce  real  folid  evidence  of  a  John  Stuart, 
'  proprietor  of  the  lands  and  eftate  of  Caftelmilk, 
excepting  Sir  John  Stuart  of  Dernley,  who  was 
Lord  of  Caftelmilk,  in  the  year  1387,  as  alrea- 
dy mentioned.     The   family  of  the  Stuarts  of 
1  Caftelmilk,  in  the  county  of  Lanerk,  conned: 
;  their  pedigree  diredly  with  Sir  William  Stuart 
of  Caftelmilk,  Knight,  mentioned   in  Rymer's 
Fcedera,  in  the  year  1398,  who  lived  down  to 
the  year  1429;  and,   as  they   do  not  connect 
their  pedigree  in  any  fhape  with  a  John  Stuart 
of  Caftelmilk,  whom  they  confider  as  an  ideal 
perfon,  they  are  under  no  obligation  to  account 
for  that  John  Stuart,  or  to  remove  him  out  of 
the  way.  It  is  the  bufinefs  of  thofe  who  found  * 
upon  that  John  Stuart,  to  prove  what  relates  to 
him,   and  to  fhow  that  he  was  at  fome  period 
proprietor  of  the  lands  and  eftate  of  Caftelmilk, 
and  reprefcntative  of  the  Caftelmilk  family. " 

To  overthrow  this  whole  reafoning,  and  there- 
fave  you  fo  fevere  a  labour  as  would  be  requi- 

fite 


z)  Genealog.  Hift,  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  333, 


fit'e  to  "  remove  out  of  the  way,  an  ideal  per/on," 
will,  I  imagine,  not  be  difficult,  in  as  far  at  leatf 
as  regards  the  exigence  of  John  Stewart  of  Caftle- 
miil:,  an.  1409.     For  that  purpofe,  I  mail  ftate 
only'a  ingle  fact.     Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed- 
worth,  in  the  contract  for  the  marriage  of  his  el- 
deft  ion,  with  his  coufin  the  heirefs  of  Dalfwinton 
(as  has  been  fhown  on  the  moil  unqueftionabh 
evidence)  (a),  engaged  to  inveft  him  in  landei 
property  to  a  certain  extent.     This,  it  is  prefum 
able,    even  on  the   race  of  the  tranfacTion,  wa 
the  'eftate  of  Caftlemilk,  which  lay  immediatcl; 
contiguous  to  his  lady's  property.    As  it  happen 
however,  it  is  a  point  not  left  merely  to  prefump 
tion  or  conjedure  :  For  he  actually  appears  ai 
1409,  as  a  witnefs  to  a  charter  recorded  in  tt 
Chartulary  *  of  Pauley,  wherein  he  is  defi-ned 
John  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  (b).     The  occaiion  c 
which  he  relitiquifhed  the  property  in  favour 
his  younger  brother,  afterwards  Sir  William  Ste\ 
art,  vizi  his  fucceflion  to  Dalfwinton,  is  equal 
natural,  and  equally  confident  with  exiiting  doc 
meuts :   And  from  the  latter  it  regularly  defcen 
ed  to  Sir  David  Stuart,  the  unqueftionable  arte 
ftor  of  the  Stuarts  of  Caftlemilk  in  Lanerkfliire. 
On  the  exiftence,  Sir,  of  John  Stewart  of  Caft 
milk,   or  his  poiTeflion  of  the  eftate   in  1409, 
ihould  not  think  it  neceffary  to  fay  another  wo 

af 


(a)  See  p.  51,  52.  anteh. 

(b)  See  p.  5  3.  anteb.  and  note  (oj-     Append.  N°  I 
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iftcr  quoting  the  refpeftable  record  in  which  it  is 
orcferved,  had  you  not  thought  proper  to  qucftion 
:he  facl:.  That  record  is  an  authentic  copy  of  the 
Chartulary  *  of  Parilev,  among  the  Collections  of 
Father  Hay,  in  the  Advocate's  Library  at  Edin- 
burgh ;  a  MSS.  of  eftabliihed  character,  and  uni- 
formly referred  to  by  all  writers  on  Scottifh  gene- 
alogy or  antiquities.  No  impartial  perfon,  there- 
fore, will  entertain  a  doubt,  that  John  Stewart  of 
Caftlemilk,  there  mentioned,  is  the  fame,  who  af- 
terwards became  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton, 
and  was  eldeft  fon  to  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed- 
worth.  The  regular  fucceffion  to  the  lands  of 
Caftlemilk,  as  an  appanage  of  the  houfe  of  Darn- 
ley,  has  been  clearly  ftated  ;  and,  beiides  the  en- 
tire confiltency  of  that  account,  we  will  boldly 
challenge  the  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hiltory 
of  the  Stewarts  to  produce  any  other  perfon,  of  the 
fame  name,  in  this  period,  and  not  already  invert- 
ed with  the  knighthood,  who  could  form  the 
(lighteft  pretenfidns  to  the  Caftlemilk  eftate.  The 
esiftence,  then,  of  the  proprietor  in  queftion,  we 
are  warranted  to  maintain,  becaufe  it  refts  on  an 
actual  document.  Your  theory,  which  would  de- 
ftroy  it,  we  are  equally  warranted  to  difbelieve, 
becaufe  it  has  nothing  to  fupport  it  but  your  own 
aflertions. 

The  truth  is,  in  making  out  the  claims  you  re- 
folved  to  alTert,  it  was  from  the  beginning  evident, 
that  either  the  caufe  mull  be  abandoned,  or  the 
two  brothers,  Sir  John  and  Sir  William  Stewarts, 

got 


[    ™2   ] 

got  rid  of  at  all  events.  With  the  younger  bro- 
ther you  found  it  eafier  to  deal.  The  circumftance 
of  his  carrying  the  fame  name  as  his  father,  fug- 
gefted  the  eafy  expedient  of  confounding  them 
with  each  other,  and  in  this  manner  keeping  the 
fon  wholly  out  of  light.  The  fcheme,  likewife,  on 
another  account,  appeared  the  more  feafible,  as  it 
threw  no  obftacle  in  the  way  of  connecting  the 
pedigree  of  your  anceftor,  Sir  David,  directly 
with  a  Sir  William  Stewart,  viz.  the  elder  Sir 
William  of  Caftlemilk.  His  exigence  till  1429 
(which  nobody  denies)  is  accordingly  maintained, 
with  no  fmall  labour  of  argument ;  and  you  ima- 
gine it  is  to  deftroy  that  of  John  Stewart  his  fuc- 
ceflbr  in  the  property.  But  there  is  another  me- 
thod of  getting  quit  of  the  latter  fo  curious  in  it- 
felf,  that  it  is  particularly  deferving  of  the  reader's 
attention. 

With  this  view  you  endeavour,  in  a  long  difcuf- 
fion,  to  undermine  the  authenticity  of  the  Char- 
tulary  *  of  Paifley  altogether.  It  is  not,  you  ob- 
ferve,  the  original  Chartulary  *  that  belonged  to 
the  Monks,  but  a  copy  only,  preferved  in  the  Ad- 
vocate's Library  at  Edinburgh  :  That,  in  the  pa- 
per derived  from  this  record  there  is  evidently 
fome  material  omifTion  or  inaccuracy :  the  tell- 
ing* claufe  defcribes  the  witnelfes  as  "  the /aid 
"  witnejfes ;"  and  yet  the  name  of  the  very  firft, 
John  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  is  nowhere  to  be  found 
in  the  body  of  the  deed  :  That,  on  this  account,  it 
would  be  neceflary  for  the  original  Chartulary  * 

to 
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o  be  difcovered  ;  by  which  means  fomething  cer- 
ainly  would  occur,  in  the  former  part  of  the  in- 
trument,  more  particularly  pointing  out  what  re- 
ated  to  this  John  Stewart,  who,  you  have  little 
loubt,  would  then  appear  to  be  merely  a  tenant 
t  portioner  of  the  eftate,  and  not  the  real  proprie- 
Dr  of  Caftlemilk  :  And  all  this  you  declare  to  be 
ery  clear  and  undeniable,  becaufe  by  your  own 
ypothefis  it  had  been  laid  down,  that  the  elder 

r  William  Stewart,  from  1398  to  1429,  was  the 
nly  poflible  pofleflbr  (c). 

Before  I  was  fo  well  acquainted,   as  I  now  am, 

ith  your  mode  of  reafoning,  I  naturally  conclu- 
id,  from  thefe  confident  aflertions,  not  only 
lat  the  copy  of  the  Chartulary*  of  Paifley  was 
record  of  no  authority  whatever,  but  that  the 
jcument  we  have  quoted  from  it,  the  Refigna- 
m  of  William  Urry  to  the  Monks,  was  fome 
iperfecl:  fragment,  of  which  the  claufes  were 
oken  and  defedive,  and  the  fenfe,  at  leaft  as  far 

regarded  the  tefting*  claufe,   entirely  unintel- 

ible.  On  this,  I  applied  to  the  Advocates  Li- 
ary,  for  an  accurate  tranfcript  of  the  deed,  and 
is  agreeably  furprized  to  find  it  a  mod  exact 
torial*  inftrument,  complete  and  perfect  in  all 

parts.    It  is  fubjoined  in  the  Appendix,  for  the 

ater  fatisfa&ion  of  the  reader  (d). 
William  Urry  of  Fulton,  as  it  thereby  appears, 

vious  to  the  9th  of  January  1409,  had  refign- 

ed 


c)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  330, 

d)  See  Appendix,  No.  II. 
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cd  his  eftate  of  that  name,  under  certain  cond 

tions,  to  the   Abbot  and  Monks  of  Paifley,    J 

which  deed  there   were  three  witneiles,  "  Joh 

«  Sempill,  Lord  of  Ellynfton,  Sir  Robert  de  Ma: 

"  well,  Lord  of  Calderwood,   and  John  Wallac 

«  Lord  of  EllerQie  (e)."      Some  time  after,   ( 

the  requiiition  of  the  Abbot  and  Monks,  a  notai 

was  employed  (by  name  John  Hawke)   to   dra 

up  a  regular   inftrument    concerning  the  enti 

tranfaclion  (r)  •,  and  the  inftrument  was  execut< 

in  confequence,  on   the  9th  January  1409.      C 

this  occaiion,  not  only  the  three  former  witneffi 

again  came  forward  to  att.-ft  the  refignation.  b 

five  new  ones  were  added  to  them,  namely,  "  Jo 

«  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  Thomas  de  Crawford 

u  ,  John  Logan  of  Reftalrig,  IVi 

<«  fter  Chriftopher  Towninfiat,  and  Walter  Bru« 

"  Redor  of  Crawfurd  and  rvilpatrick  (c),"   rr 

king  in  all  eight  witnefTes.     The  notary,  the; 

tore,   when  he  came  to  the  telling  claule*,   a 

was  proceeding  to  enumerate,  for  the  fecond  tir 

the  three  perfons  hrft  mentioned,  naturally  thr 

in  the  word  diclis,  (the /aid  witneffes)  ;  althou 

it  is  apparent,   on  the  face  of  the  bufincfs,   I 

that  term,  ftriaiy  fpeaking,  could  allude  to  1 

of  the  number  only,   as  had  been  named  befc 

Perfeft  grammatical  accuracy,  in  fuch   writir. 


(e)  See  Appendix,  No.  II.  A  &  B. 

(f)  See  Ibid.  C. 

(g)  See  Ibid.  D. 
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was  never  either  practifed  or  expected.  But  no 
man,  in  the  cafe  in  queftion,  will  fay,  that  the 
error  is  very  flagrant,  or  that  there  is  the  final lcil 
room  to  fuppoie  any  chafm  or  ornilfion  in  the  in- 
ftrument. 

As  to  the  manner  in  which  Father  Hay  came 
by  the  papers  he  has  fo  meritoriouily  transcribed, 
it  is  of  little  moment  in  the  prefent  queftion.  Of 
the  originals  of  thefe,  feveral  fortunately  are  ftill 
extant ;  and,  from  the  uncommon  correctnefs  and 
fidelity  difcoverable  in  the  copies,  a  well-ground- 
ed reliance  has  been  entertained,  refpecting  thole 
of  the  documents  which  are  loft.  It  is  almoft 
unnecelfary  to  add,  that  the  charters  of  the  x\b- 
bey  of  Paifley  are  among  the  number  lad  men- 
tioned. 

Here,  Sir,  is  a  molt  obvious  folution  of  all  your 
difficulties.  I  fuppoie,  of  courfe,  that  you  mull 
have  examined  the  Chartulary*  of  Pailley,  in  the 
Advocates  Library  ;  in  which  cafe,  it  exceeds  my 
comprehenfion  how  any  man,  much  lefs  verfant 
in  bufinefs  than  you  undoubtedly  are,  fliould  ever 
have  hazarded  an  argument,  on  grounds  fo  com- 
pletely frivolous.  One  of  two  things  it  argues, 
either  a  moft  confummate  idea  of  your  own  ad- 
drefs,  or  an  equal  conviction  of  no  common  weak- 
nefs  in  thole,  who,  on  the  part  of  Lord  Galloway, 
were  probably  to  oppofe  it. 

Had  you  fufficiently  inquired  into  the  circum- 
ftances  we  have  juit  now  laid  open,  a  great  part  of 
the  difcuffion,  through  which  you  have  toiled  from 
p.  328,  to  p.  335,  would  probably  have  been  fpa- 
O  red. 


[   w6  ] 

red.  Intlcad  of  fubftituting  the  uninterrupted 
exigence  of  a  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemllfc, 
as  the  proprietor  of  the  eftate  from  1398  to  1429, 
(a  theory  of  your  own),  inftead  of  the  authenti- 
cated fact  refpeding  John  Stewart  as  the  poflef- 
for  in  1409.  and  then  fubyerting  the  exiftence  of 
the  latter,  on  the  ground  of  the  former's  ideal 
right  of  poffeflion,  you  ihould  have  fo  constituted 
your  genealogical  hypothefis,  as  at  lean:  not  to 
have  clamed  with  acknowledged  authc rity.  Were 
a  man,  for  example,  to  diibelieve  the  exiftence  of 
Henry  IV.  of  France,  and,  as  the  ground  of  his 
opinion,  to  exhibit  fome  fanciful  genealogy  of 
his  own,  in  regard  to  the  Valois  or  Bourbon  fa- 
milies, what  Ihould  we  think  of  fuch  a  reafoner  ? 
Were  he  gravely  to  declare,  that  the  illuftrious 
Prince,  juft  now  mentioned,  mud  be  an  ideal  cha- 
racter, merely  becaufe  the  traniactions  of  his  life 
happened  to  interfere  with  his  own  new  fyftem  of 
genealogy,  what  fort  of  anfwer  mould  we  think 
it  neceffary  to  give  him  ?  I  am  far  from  avert- 
ing, that  there  remain  proofs  as  cogent  and  mul- 
tiplied, of  the  life  of  John  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk, 
as  of  Henry  IV.  of  France,  That,  indeed,  were 
to  lofe  fight  of  the  eflentj  il 
legal  and  preemptive  evidence.  But  ftill  the  lat- 
ter, in  any  queftion,  mutt  remain  good,  as  long  as 
the  former  cannot  be  emploved  to  overthrow  it : 
And  1  hold  it  to  be  as  preooflerou  .  and  as  truly 
fubverfive  of  all  relevant  teftim  to  deny  the 

exiftenceof  a  private  individual     cleanly   authen- 
ticated by  a  folemn  document,  as  if  he  had  fat 

upon 


[   i°7   3 

upon  a  throne,  or  confpicuoufly  figured  in  the  an- 
nals of  a  kingdom. 

But,  Sir,  when  you  made  your  objections  to  the 
Chartulary*  of  Paifley,  or  Father  Hay's  Collec- 
tions, as  an  authentic  regifter,  I  am  inclined  to 
think,  that  a  few  material  circumftances  had  ef- 
caped  your  recollection.  In  the  firft  place,  you 
had  forgot,  or  neglected  to  inquire  refpecling,  the 
character  which  thofe  papers  bore,  in  the  eftima- 
tion  of  the  world.  Secondly,  you  did  not  reflect 
upon  the  vaft  number  of  proofs  brought  forward 
by  yourfelf,  that  are  founded  on  copies,  confider- 
ed  as  genuine,  of  authentic  documents.  And, 
thirdly,  you  beyond  all  doubt  had  forgot,  that,  in 
more  than  one  inftance  in  your  book,  you  have 
actually  cited  this  fame  mutilated,  imperfect,  and 
doubtful  Chartulary*  of  Paifley  itfelf  !  To  point 
out  the  various  paffages  where  copies  of  deeds  of 
every  fort  are  adduced  as  relevant  evidence  in  the 
Genealogical  Hiitory  of  the  Stewarts,  were  an 
endlefs,  as  well  as  an  unneceffary  tafk.  I  (hall, 
therefore,  refer  in  general  to  the  work.  In  re- 
gard to  your  opinion,  on  other  occafions,  of  the 
Paifley  regifter,  we  find,  that  it  is  refpectfully  ap- 
pealed to,  among  your  proofs  of  the  existence  not 
only  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill  (h),   but  of 

Sir 


(h)  "  There  are  many  documents,  wherein  Sir  John 
Stewart  is  defcribed  as  brother  of  James  the  Steward  of 
Scotland.  Amongfl  *  others,  there  is  a  charter  of  con- 
firmation*, dated  •  Apud  Nigrum  Aulum,  un.  1294,   die 

"  Dominicu, 
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Sir  Alexander  Stewart  of  Darnley  (i),  of  Robert 
his  fon(k),  and  of  your  own  immediate  anceftor, 

Sir 

"  Dominica,  infra  oclavas  Epiphanicc  Domini,  by  James, 
"  the  Steward  of  Scotland,  confirming  certain  privileges 
"  granted  to  the  Monaltery  of  Pafleth,  to  which  charter 
"  one  of  the  witneffes  is  "  fobannis  Senefcalli,  frater  metis." 
"  This  charter  is  in  the  Cbartulary*  of  Paifley,  p.  147,— 
"  151."  (Father  Hay's  Colle&ions,  Advocates  Library, 
Edinburgh.)  Gencalog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  II. 
p.  44. 

(1)  "  The  next  mention  of  Alexander  Stewart  now  to 
"  be  ftated,  is  a  charter,  to  which  he  was  one  of  tbe  wit- 
"  neffes,  and  wherein  he  is  defcribed,  Dominus  Alexander 
"  Senefcallus,  Dominus  Cruickiflon,  viz.  Charter  by  Robert 
"  the  High  Steward,  and  by  his  fon  John,  Lord  of  the  ba- 
"  rony*  of  Kyle,  in  favour  of  the  Monks  of  Paifley,  infert- 
"  ed  in  the  Chart alary  *  of  Paifey,  folio  127,  of  the  copy 
"  thereof  in  the  Advocates  Library  at  Edinburgh.  The 
"  charter  itieif  has  no  date  •,  but  Air  Hay,  in  whofe  book  a 
"  copy  thereof  is  inferted,  has  fuppofed  it  to  have  been 
"  granted  in  the  year  1367."  Gonealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stew- 
arts, Part  II.  p.  79.  Here  there  appear  no  doubts  of  the 
correclntfs  of  Father  Hay's  Collections.  His  judgment  as 
;  aary  is  like  wile  appealed  to,  to  afcertain  the  date 
of  this  charter,  which  is  of  fome  importance  in  the  author's 
proofs. 

(k)  "  In  the  Cbartulary*  of  Pai/ley,  p.  329,  240,  there 
"  is  a  charter,  dated  in  the  year  1397,  granted  by  John 
"  Blair  of  Adamtoun,  to  the  Monks  of  Paifley,  to  which 
n  one  of  the  ivitnejfes  is  "  Robert  Stewart,  fon  of  Sir  Alex- 
"  ander  Stewart,  Knight,  Lord  of  Derneley."  There  is 
11  further  evidence  concerning  Robert,"  &c.  Genealo 
Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  II.  p.  98. 
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Sir  David  Stuart  of  Caitlemilk  (l).  PofiTbly, 
alfo,  other  inftances  occur,  which,  in  the  cora- 
pafs  of  a  Quarto  volume,  may  have  eluded  my 
notice. 

Now,  Sir,  I  would  juft  a(k  you,  what  mail  we 
think  of  a  mode  of  reafoning  like  this  ?  To  fay 
he  leaft,  it  is  to  handle,  without  much  addrefs, 
he  weapons  of  genealogical  controverfy.  In 
lifcuffions  of  every  fort,  it  is  a  law  ufually  held 
ndifpenfable,  not  to  refort  to  an  authority,  or  ad- 
vance an  argument,  of  which  we  mould  not  at  all 
imes  be  ready  to  grant  to  our  adverfary  the  mod 
iberal  ufe.  Yet  this  maxim,  no  lefs  founded  on 
quity,  than  di&uted  by  prudence,  you  feem,  in 
reating  your  fubjecl:,  to  have  frequently  over- 
ooked.     The  fame  documents  which,  when  they 

make 


(l)  "  This  is  not  the  only  inftance  where  Alexander  de 
Lyle  is  defcribed  as  uncle  to  Robert  de  Lyle  ;  for  there 
is,  in  the  Chartulary*  of  Paifey,  p.  276,  a  precept  of  fei- 
fin  *,  dated  25th  September  1452,  granted  by  Robert 
Lord  Lyle,  in  favour  of  William  Semple,  where  Alex- 
ander de  Lyle,  and  William  de  Lyle,  are  both  of  them 
defcribed  as  uncles  of  the  granter  of  that  precept*,  with- 
out any  other  defignation*  ;  the  words  are,  tejlibus  Alex- 
andre) de  Lyle,  Willielmo  de  Lyle,  patruis  meis  cbarijj'imis." 
-enealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  337,  Note. 
his  is  alio  an  important  article  in  the  author's  evidence. 
Thefe  extracts  are  furely  more  than  fufficient  to  latisfy 
e  reader,  in  regard  to  the  opinion,  entertained  by  the  au- 
or  of  the  Genealogical  Hiflory,  of  the  authenticity  of  Fa- 
er  Hay's  MSS.,  at  leaft  in  cafes  where  they  are  in  favour 
'  his  argument. 
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make  for  your  argument,  are  found  to  be  u  real 
"  folid  evidence  (m),"  when  they  weaken  or  fub- 
vert  it,  their  validity  is  called  in  queftion  ;  they 
are  clogged  with  doubts,  and  undermined  with 
fufpicions,  and  declared  little  better  than  defti- 
tute  of  credibility.  Thus,  the  Chartulary*  of 
Paiiley,  in  the  above-mentioned  inftances,  is  quo- 
ithout  fcruple,  and  without  even  a  caution 
to  the  inadvertent  reader.  But,  when  that  iden- 
tical repolitory  is  brought  forward,  to  prove  the 
exiftence  of  a  perfon  you  are  refolved  to  annihi- 
late, the  original  record  of  the  Monks  is  loudly 
demanded ;  and  nothing  lefs  will  fatisfy  the  cra- 
vings of  a  fpint,  rigid  and  inflexible  in  the  fearch, 

of  truth. 

In  whatever  point  of  view  we  regard  your  pre- 
tenfions,  they  imply  the  abfolute  annihilation  of 
either  one  or  two  perfons,  whofe  exiftence  is  au- 
thenticated. By  your  own  account,  and  in  the} 
face  of  the  records  of  the  Abbey  of  Paiftey,  John 
Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  is  unl'crupuloufly  to  be  gi- 
ven up  as  the  vidim  of  your  ambition  ;  and,  ac- 
cording to  that  of  Lord  Galloway,  his  brother; 
William  mud  likewife  fall  a  facriace.  If,  how- 
ever, there  be  reliance  on  ancient  documents,  nei- 
ther'of  thofe  brothers  can  by  any  art  be  annihi^ 
lated  :  And,  in  the  courfe  of  events,  it  is  a  cu< 
vious  circumftance,  that  their  name  mould  be  af- 

ferted, 


(m)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  333,  334- 
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erted,  in  a  diftant  age  and  by  a  foreign  hand  (n), 
vhile  their  own  unfeeling  progeny  fo  cruelly  per- 
ecute  them.  Are  not  thefe  proceedings,  Sir,  ra- 
her  arbitrary  and  unwarrantable  ?  If,  as  you 
ieclare,  you  feel  it  "  a  fpecies  of  facred  duty  (o J," 
aithfully  to  trace  the  genealogy  of  your  ancef- 
ors,  by  what  epithet  {hall  we  denounce  the  at- 
empt,  that  would  blot  no  fewer  than  two  of  the 
lumber  from  the  family  efcutcheon  ;  that  would 
urn  them  adrift  as  "  ideal  perfons,"  exifting  on- 
y  in  the  fancy  of  Lord  Galloway  ;  and  then  leave 
hem  to  be  adopted  by  any  genealogift  like  my- 
;lf,   who,  perceiving  their  defcent,  might  pity 

heir    misfortunes  ? Unhappy,    though    once 

profperous  gentlemen  !"  little  did  you  imagine, 
hat  it  was  a  crime  of  fo  black  a  dye,  to  have  ex- 
led  in  the  inaufpicious  period  from  1409  to 
424  ! — Little,  I  am  perfuaded,  did  you  intend, 
y  that  involuntary  act,  to  raife  up  a  bar  to  the 
aft  ambition  of  any  of  your  pofterity  ! — But, 
>aft  of  all,  did  you  expect  to  be  marked  as  the 
pprobrium,  and  rejected  as  the  outcafts  of  your 
oufe,  merely  for  Handing  forth  as  the  lawful 
offefTors  of  your  own  eftate  of  Caftlemilk,  the 
ne  in  the  refignation  to  the  Monks  of  Paiiley, 
id  the  other  in  the  charter  to  John  de  Park  ! 

But, 


(n)  The  Rev.  Mr  Williams  ;  whofe  excellent  "  View 
of  the  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway"  we  have  fo  often 
loted. 

(0)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  294. 
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But,  Sir,  it  is  full  time  to  quit  the  airy  height 
of  apoftrophe,  and  defcend  to  the  lower  ground  o 
fober  difcuffion.     We  will,  therefore,  proceed  to 
the  examination  of  the  remaining  point  in  our  in 
quiry,  namely  the 

IVth  Propofition  :  "  That  Sir  William  Stewart, 
"  defigned  *  of  Caftlemilk,  fome  time  between  the 
"  years  1410  and  1424,  is  the  felf-fame  perfon  as 
"  Sir  William  Stewart,  alfo  defigned  *  of  Caftle- 
"  milk,  an.  1398,  and  mentioned  as  one  of  the 
»  confervators  of  the  peace  at  that  period.'' 

The  only  arguments  you  offer,  in  order  to  prove 
the  identity  of  thefe  two  different  perfons,  feern 
to  be  founded  on  their  both  carrying  the  famq 
name  of  William  Stewart,  and  both  appearing  as 
poffeffors  of  the  Caftlemilk  eftate.  Here  we  havi 
again  to  obferve  the  confufion  arifing  from  a  fimh 
larity  of  names,  and  the  eafy  advantage  whiJ 
may  be  taken  of  that  circumftance.  To  difenj 
tangle  the  perplexity,  however,  will  be  abundant 
ly  eafy,  from  a  due  attention  to  thofe  fads  anj 
arguments,  which  have  already  been  fubmitted  ti 
the  reader's  consideration. 

In  order  to  accompliui  the  objea  of  this  proper 
fition,  you  appeal  to  two  charters,  granted  by  thj 
Earl  of  Douglas,  the  one  to  Simon  Carruthers  d 
Moufewald,  dated  4th  December  141 1,  and  tW 
other  to  John  de  Park,  both  of  which  have  beel 
already  cited.  To  each  of  thefe  there  is  a  witnefi 
defigned  *,  in  the  one,  "  Sir  William  Stewart/ 
and  in  the  other,  "  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftle 

"  milk.' 
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"  milk.,,  He  is  likewife  ftyled  "  coufin  to  the 
"  Earl  of  Douglas."  (p).  You  then  proceed  to 
obferve  as  follows :  "  Thefe  two  charters,  there- 
"  fore,  by  the  Earl  of  Douglas,  to  which  his  cou- 
u  fin  Sir  ^  William  Stewart,  Knight,  was  a  witnefs, 
"  prove,  in  a  fatisfactory  manner,  that  the  fame 
"  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  Knight,  who 
"  was  mentioned  in  Rymer's  Fcedera,  in  the  year 
"  1398,  as  furety,  given  on  the  part  of  Scotland, 
"  for  the  peace  of  the  weftern  borders,  was  alive 
"  in  141 1,  and  enjoying  the  fame  title  of  Sir  Wil- 
"  liam  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  Knight."  (oj. 

But,  Sir,  it  is  perfectly  evident  that  thefe  char- 
ters muft  apply  to  the  younger,  and  not  to  the  el- 
der Sir  William  Stewart.  No  arguments  to  the 
contrary  can  avail  yon  any  thing,  until  you  can 
devife  means,  more  practicable  than  any  you  have 
yet  tried,  to  annihilate  altogether  John  Stewart  of 
Caftlemilk,  the  undeniable  proprietor  of  the  eftate 
in  1409,  and  apparently  during  feveral  years  both 
prior  and  pofterior  to  that  period.  In  any  other 
view,  as  the  elder  Sir  William  Stewart,  whom  you 
hold  out  as  the  polfeiror,  was  not  killed  till  twenty 
years  after  at  the  fiege  of  Orleans,  there  would  exift 
:wo  proprietors  of  the  lands  of  Caftlemilk  at  one  and 
he  fame  time,  an  idea  too  abfurd  to  ftand  in  need 
)f  refutation.  Even  had  Lord  Galloway  failed  in 
P  eftabliihinc: 


(p)  See  p.  66,  67.  note  (m),  and  (n),  anteh. 

CO  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  328, 
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eitablifliing  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed  worth  and 
Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  to  be  one  and 
the  fame  perfon,  you  never  could  prove,  as  long  as 
the  Chartulary*  of  Paifley  continued  uninvalida- 
ted  by  politivc  contradictory  evidence,  that  he 
poflefled  the  eftate  in  1409.  Yet  we  will,  for  the 
fake  of  argument,  even  iuppofe  this  important  ob- 
itacle  removed,  and  Hill  there  will  remain  the 
molt  cogent  reafons  for  admitting  the  pretentions 
of  the  younger  Sir  William  Stewart,  and  main- 
taining a  place,  in  our  genealogical  feries,  for  fo 
refra&ory  a  generation. 

We  have  already  pointed  out  the  probable  time 
when  John  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,  acquiring  the 
eftate  of  Garlics  and  Dalfwinton,  relinquiflied  the 
firft  mentioned  property,  in  favour  of  his  brother 
William  (r).  This,  as  it  has  been  conjectured,, 
took  place  about  the  year  1*415  :  But,  we  certain- 
ly know,  that  it  muft  have  happened  between  1409 
and  1418,  in  which  laft  year  the  elder  brother 
frauds  forth  as  Sir  John  Stewart,  "  Lord  of  Dal- 
"  fwinton."  (s). 

Nor  can  any  thing  more  correclly  coincide  with 
the  evidence  furnifhed  by  exifting  documents. 
When  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  an.  1396, 
entered  into  the  contract:  with  his  relation  Sir 
Walter  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton,  for  the  union  of 

their 


(r)  Page  69. 

(s)  See  Renunciation  of  Pretence  to  the  Eftate  of  Kelly, 
p.  6a.  note  (d),  antth. 
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their  families  by  intermarriage,  it  was  fpecialiy 
provided,  by  an  article  in  that  agreement,  that 
twenty  pounds  worth  of  land  fhoald  be  referved 
by  Sir  William,  in  lieu  of  a  portion  to  his  other 
fon,  who  afterwards  became  Sir  William  Stewart 
of  Caftlemilk  :  "  And  all  ye  lafe  yat  he  fall  con- 
"  queft,  to  be  gyvin  to  the  forefaid  John,  his  fon 
"  and  ayre,  outtaken  XX  pounds  worth  of  land, 
"  to  be  gyvin  till  his  o.'"'-  fon,  or  qwhar  he  will." 

(T). 

In  one  of  the  charters,  as  we  have  already  men- 
tioned, by  the  Earl  of  Douglas,  to  Simon  Carru- 
thers  of  Moufewald,  dated  in  141 1,  there  is  a  wit- 
nefs  Sir  William  Stewart,  limply  fo  defigned  *,  be- 
caufe  he  had  not  then  acquired  the  Caftlemilk 
eft  ate.  In  the  other,  to  John  de  Park,  he  appears 
as  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk;  Sir  John, 
the  elder  brother,  having  by  that  time  fucceeded 
to  Garlies  and  Dalfwinton,  and,  according  to  the 
practice  of  the  Darnley  family,  refigned  the  pro- 
perty of  Caftlemilk,  in  favour  of  his  younger  bro- 
ther (u).  Here  we  mail  make  ufe  of  your  own 
words :  *'  As  both  thefe  charters  were  granted  by 
the  fame  Archibald  Earl  of  Douglas,  Lord  of 
Annandale,  and  that  in  both  William  Stuart, 
miles,  defcribed  as  a  coufin  of  the  Earl  of  Dou- 

"  glas, 


(t)  Macfarlane's  Collections,  Advocate's  Library,  p.  116. 
already  quoted. 

(u)  See  inftances  mentioned  of  this  pra&ice,  p.  61.  note 
[c),  anteh. 
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"  glass  is  one  of  the  witneffes,  along  *  with  Wil- 
"  lielmus  de  Haya  de  Lincherwart,  and  Williel- 
"  mus  de  Borthwick,  who  were  alfo  witneffes  to 
"  the  Earl  of  Douglas's  charter  to  John  de  Park, 
•*  there  can  be  no  doubt  that  it  was  the  fame  Sir 
•*  William  Stuart  of  Caftelmilk,  who  witnelfed 
"  both  charters,  though  his  defignation  of  Caftel- 
"  milk  is  fpecified  only  in  one  of  them."  (v). 

The  charter  to  John  de  Park,  like  many  others 
of  that  age,  has  no  date.  Yet,  from  two  circum- 
ftances,  we  are  enabled  very  nearly  to  afcertain  it. 
The  Earl  of  Douglas  is  there  defcribed  as  Lord  of 
Galloway  and  of  Annandale,  and  the  feal  affixed 
to  the  deed  (hows  the  arms  of  Douglas  quartered 
with  thole  of  Annandale.  Now  the  lordfhip  of 
Annandale  is  well  known  to  have  been  firft  grant- 
ed to  the  Douglas  family,  by  a  royal  charter,  an. 
1409  (x).  Allowing  the  time  (which  you  have 
molt  diligently  afcertained,)  requilite  for  the  Earl 
of  Douglas  to  prepare  his  new  feal,  bearing  the 
armorial  enfigns  of  Annandale  (y),  the  deed  could 
not  have  been  executed  fooner  than  the  commence- 
ment of  the  year  141 1.  But  Archibald  Earl  of 
Douglas  did  not,  till  the  clofe  of  1423,  embark  for 
France,  where  he  fell  at  the  battle  of  Vernueil  in 

the 


(v)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  327. 

(x)  Pub.  Records,  Roll  II.  N°  47. 

(y)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  325, 

,25. 
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the  following  year.  Therefore,  we  have  the  en- 
tire fpace  between  141 1  and  1424  open  to  conjec- 
ture ;  and  from  every  circumftance  I  am  inclined 
to  believe,  that  fome  time  in  1415  may  be  fixed 
upon,  as  the  moft  probable  date  of  the  charter  in 
queftion. 

From  thefe  confederations  it  is  evident,  that,  as 
John  Stewart,  the  elder  brother,  undeniably  held 
the  eftate  in  1409,  and  as  William,  the  younger, 
appears  fo  clearly  defignated  in  the  two  charters 
juft  now  mentioned,  it  is  impoflible  that  the  pcr- 
fon  attefting  either  of  thefe  could  be  the  brother 
of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley.  Unlefs  upon  the 
fuppofition  of  two  Sir  William  Stewarts,  father 
and  fon,  in  the  fame  era,  it  will  be  utterly  imprac- 
ticable to  mow  how  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jed- 
worth  actually  fulfilled  his  contradt  of  alliance 
with  Sir  Walter  Stewart  of  Dalfwinton,  or  pro- 
vided, as  he  referves  a  power  to  do,  for  his  "  other 
f  fony  Nor  will  it  be  lefs  difficult  to  account 
for  the  irrefragable  exiftence  of  a  John  Stewart 
rf  Caftlemilk  in  1409,  and  for  a  Sir  William 
Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  between  1411  and  1424. 
rhus,  Sir,  we  perceive  that  your  genealogical  the- 
ory is  airy  and  unfubftantial.  It  is  alike  adverfe 
.0  probability,  and  deftrudtive  of  authenticated 
Pis.  On  the  other  hand,  by  the  account  we 
lave  delivered,  every  difficulty  at  once  difappears. 
go  obvious  confiftency,  the  belt  teft  of  truth,  is 
een  to  pervade,  and  give  ftrength  and  credibility 


There 
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The  -il   circumflance,    which 

flronglv  corroborates  this  reaioning,  but  which 
feems  to  have  eicaped  the  perlpicacity  of  the  in- 
genious author  of  the  Evidence  on  the  part  of 
Lord  Galloway.  From  the  firfl  appearance  of 
Sir  William  Stewart  in  13S5,  to  his  death  in  1429, 
we  find  him  uniformly  denominated  by  thofe  fe- 
veral  defignations  *  that  were  mod  fuitable  to  the 
transactions  in  which  he  was  engaged;  "  of  Jed- 
M  worth,  of  Caftlemilk,  or  Sheriff  of  Teviotdale." 
But  it  is  remarkable  that  be  is  never  again  dejign- 
ed*  ofCqftlemilk,  after  the  year  1398.  The  reafon 
is  obvious.  He  had,  about  that  time,  beftowed 
the  property  on  John  his  eldeft  fon.    From  him  it 

.  nearly  in  1415,  to  his  brother  William; 

..ence,  in  regular  fucceffion,  to  Sir  David 
Stuart,  the  acknowledged  progenitor  of  the  pre- 
fent  Stuarts  of  Caftlemiik,  (as  we  mall  afterwards 
fhow)  about  144c.  In  all  the  documents  preferl 
ved  in  Britain,  in  all  the  notices  difcovered  in 
France,  no  example  occurs  of  the  brother  of  Sir 
John  Stewart  of  Darnley  being  defcribed  as  "  of 

ilemilk,"  pojlerior  to  the  period  juft  now. 
"  mentioned  :  but  uniformly,  in  the  former  coun-l 
."'  or  limply  "  Sir  William 
"  Stewart;"  and,  in  the  latter,  as  "brother  tail 
"  the  Ccnilable  of  the  Scottifh  forces."  NowJ 
were  this  illuftrious  perfon,  as  you  maintain,  youtj 
immediate  anceftcr,  is  it  not  rather  Angular,  thaii 
he  mould  drop  his  peculiar  defignation,  at  fuch  a 
period  of  his  life  :   Or,  if  he  retained  it,  is  it  not 

ft 
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hill  more  extraordinary,  that  no  veftige  fhould  be 
ound  of  his  retaining  it  in  a  juncture,  when  the 
lOtices  preferved  of  him  are  by  far  the  moft  nu- 
merous ;  an  era,  too,  beyond  queftion  the  bufieft, 
nd  moft  mining  in  his  career,  when  he  is  honour- 
d  by  princes,  and  celebrated  by  hiilorians  ? 
In  fact,  Sir,  the  circumftance  I  have  mentioned 
one  of  thofe  pleafing  difcoveries,  which  are  per- 
*ived  at  once  to  be  the  evidence,  and  the  effect  of 
•uth.     On  the  authenticity  of  this,  and  of  the 
hartulary  *  of  Paifley,  1  willingly  agree  to  reft 
le  iffue  of  my  entire  argument.     Thus,  the  con- 
overfy  will  be  brought  within  the  narroweft  pof- 
ble  compafs.    It  will  fairly  be  reduced  to  a  lingle 
Dint.     As  loon  as  you  mail  make  it  appear,  from 
iy  authentic  charter,  orunqueftionable  document 
'  that  age,  that  "  Sir  William  Stewart,  the  bro- 
ther of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  is  defign- 
ed*  '  of  Cafllemilk''  aftt  *39S»  or»  at 

leaft,  between  1408  and  1429 ;  or  what  is  near- 
ly to  the  fame  purpofe,  that  fame  other  pi 
than  John  Stewart  poffeffed  the  eftate  in  1439  ;*' 
thefe  cafes,  I  will  freely  fubfcribe  to  the  juftice 
your  claims,  and  confeis  the  weaknefs  of  my 
?n  afTertions.  Nay  I  will  do  more.  Chearful- 
joining  iffue  with  your  moft  ardent  admirers,  I 
11  confent  to  applaud  even  the  Jlrength  and 
icifenefs  of  the  reaionings  difplayed  in  the  Gene- 
>gical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts ;,  and,  in  a  word, 
mit  that  the  author  is  heir-apparent  and  repre- 
ltative  of  the  Cardir.al  de  York. 

I 
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I  have  now,  Sir,  done  what,  I  truft,  is  fufficien 
to  overthrow  your  IVth  and  laft  Propofition,  or, 
in  other  words,  to  difprove  the  identity  of  the  two 
Sir  William  Stewarts,  firft  and  fecond  of  Caftle- 
milk.  It  is  true,  the  duration  of  the  life  of  the 
latter  has  no  immediate  concern  with  the  prefent 
argument :  But,  as  I  have  incidentally  placed  his 
death  about  1440,  it  is  proper  to  produce  the  evi- 
dence on  which  that  ftatement  is  founded  ;  and, 
the  more  particularly,  as  it  will  afford  an  addi- 
tional proof  concerning  the  general  character,  I 
have  uled  the  freedom  to  give,  of  your  mode  of rea- 
foning. 

It  was,  I  think,  in  the  year  1794,  that  you  firft 
printed  the  date  of  your  new-modelled  genealogy 
of  the  Darnley  and  Lennox  families,  the  earned 
and  fore-runner  of  the  great  Quarto  volume  \  and 
which  alio  preceded,  fome  coniiderable  time,  the 
ftatement  exhibited  on  the  part  of  Lord  Galloway* 
On  this  occafion,  were  adduced  in  evidence  two 
charters,  the  firft  dated  in  the  year  1439,  wherein 
Walter  Stewart  of  Arthurley  is  defcribed  as  "  the 
"  fon  of  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  ;"  and  the 
fecond,  dated  February  ift,  1440,  where  the  fa- 
Walter  Stewart  is  defigned*  '*  fon  of  the  deceafed 
"  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk."  (z)     As 

youi 


(z)  N°  I.  Charter,  dated  in  the  year  1439  ;  by  which 
John  Pollock  difponed  *  to  John  Rofs,  Laird  of  Haulkhead, 
and   Walter  Stuart,  fori  of  William  Stuart   of  Cajllemili] 

ecuinlm 
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your  appeal  to  thefe  papers  was  confident  and  un- 
qualified, they,  of  courfe,  appeared  on  your  own 
proper  credit.  It  was  prefumable,  at  all  events, 
that  you  had  feen  them  ;  that  you  had  proved  their 
authenticity ;  that  you  were  refponfible  for  their 
exiftence  ;  and  that  you  had  truly  and  corredly 
exhibited  their  titles. 

From  a  man  of  fuch  unqueftionable  diligence, 
and  reputed  accuracy,  this  was  both  to  be  demand- 
ed and  expected.  Accordingly,  the  ingenious  au- 
thor of  the  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway  thought 
himfelf  fully  at  liberty  to  make  ufe  of  the  deeds 
in  any  manner  that  might  conduce  to  the  illuftra- 
tion  of  his  argument.  In  his  proofs  refpetfing  the 
exiftence  of  the  younger  Sir  William  Stewart,  he 
referred  to  them  as  eftablifhed  documents,  and 
immediately  fubjoined  the  following  accute  infer- 
ence. "  From  accurately  comparing  (lays  he) 
'  thefe  two  charters  it  will  appear  evident,  that 
1  Sir  William  Stewart  was  alive  in  1439,  when 
CL  "  the 


qually  betwixt  them,  the  lands  of  Arthurlej,  in  the  baro- 

y  *  and  mire  of  Renfrew.     "  This  charter  is  among  the 

Haulkhead  papers,  in  the  pofTeilion  of  the  Earl  of  Glaf- 

gow."     Genealog.  Hiftory   of  the   Stewarts,   Fart  VII. 

•351. 

N°  II.  Charter  under  the  Great  Seal,  dated  ifl  February 

439  (in  modern  flyle  1440),  by  King  James  II„  whereby 

e  grants  the  one-half  of  the  lands  of  Arthurley,  in  the  ba- 

)ny  *  of  Renfrew,  to  Walter  Stuart,  fon  of  the  deceajed  Sir 

Vitizam  Stuart  of  Cafilerruk,  miles.     Pub.  Records,  B.  Ill, 

J9  137.     Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  utfup. 
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"  the  former  was  dated,  and  that  he  died  before 
"  the  ift  February  1440;  for,  in  the  one,  he  is 
"  ftvled  '  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk,'  and 
"  in  the  other  '  the  deceafsd  Sir  William  Stewart 
"  of  Caftlemilk.'  This  is  further  confirmed  by 
"  David  Stewart,  the  eldeft  fon  of  this  Sir  Wil- 
"  liam  Stewart,  aflliming  the  delignation  *  de  Ca- 
"  Jllemilk  in  the  year  1444,  whereas,  in  1430,  &c. 
*  he  was  defigned*  David  Stewart  '  de  Fynnart/ 
"  the  ulual  designation*  appropriated  to  the  heir- 
"  apparent  of  that  family."  (a).  In  this  manner, 
it  was  unhappily  proved,  from  your  own  evi- 
dence, that  a  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk 
did  actually  exilt  at  leaft  ten  years  fubfequent  to 
the  period,  when  you  had  pertinacioufly  maintain- 
ed, that  the  only  perfon  bearing  that  name,  in 
your  family,  had  loll  his  life  under  the  walls  of 
Orleans  (b). 

Whatever 


(a)  Evidence  for  Lord  Galloway,  p.  26. 

(b)  It  may  be  obferved,  that  thefe  two  charters  fo  juftly 
noticed  by  Mr  Williams,  are  not  the  only  documents  pro 
duced  by  the  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hifcory  of  the 
Stewarts,  fubveifive  of  his  own  pretenfions.  So  Cure  is  truth 
in  the  end  to  become  apparent,  that  even  all  the  diligence 
he  has  ufed  to  confound  the  two  Sir  William  Stewarts  has 
not  been  able  to  conceal  it.  There  is  another  deed  quoted 
by  himfelf  (Part  VII.  p.  335,  336.),  viz.  a  decreet*,  by  Six 
John  Forrefter  of  Coritorphin,  Chamberlain  of  Scotland', 
dated  an.  1430,  and  now  in  pofleflion  of  the  town  of  Ren- 
frew.   It  was  pronounced  by  the  Chamberlain,  in  a  difpute 

between 
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Whatever  may  be  thought,  Sir,  of  your  inge- 
nuity in  the  affair  of  the  Chartulary*  of  Paifley, 
it  now  feemed  evident,  that  powers,  at  lead  as 
prompt  and  fertile,  were  neceffary  to  free  you 
from  a  far  worfe  dilemma.  Nor  will  he,  who  en- 
tertains that  idea,  be  in  any  wife  difappointed. 
What  muft  have  been  the  aftonifhment  of  Mr 
Williams  when  he  read,  in  your  late  Quarto  vo- 
lume, that  you  had  feen  only,  and  could  anfvver 

for, 


between  that  place  and  the  town  of  Dumbarton,  relative  to 
their  refpe&ive  rights  of  fiihing  in  the  river  Clyde.  In  this 
document  are  recorded  the  names  of  a  jury,  which  met, 
22d  November  1429,  on  the  bufinefs;  and  among  others 
are 

"  Alan  Stewart,  Lord  of  Damley, 

"  Robert  Stewart,  Lord  of 

"  Alexander  Stewart ■ 

"  David  Stuart,  Lord  of  Finnart." 
The  Alan  Stewart  here  mentioned  he  admits  to  be  the  el- 
deft  fon  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley  ;  who  having  been 
killed  about  nine  months  previous  to  the  meeting  of  the  ju- 
ry (i.  e.  before  Orleans  in  February  1429)  his  fon  of  courfe 
adopted  the  delignation  *  of  Darnley.  But  David  Stuart  ftill 
continued  Lord  of  Finnart ;  although  the  author  of  the  Ge- 
nealogical Hiftory  pretends  that  it  was  his  father,  and  not  his 
grandfather,  who  was  killed  before  Orleans;  whereas,  had 
this  really  been  the  cafe,  he  certainly  would,  as  well  as  Sir 
Alan,  have  appeared  in  pofleflion  of  the  paternal  eftate, 
and  been  defigned  of  Cafllemilk.  The  fad  feems,  however, 
to  be,  that  no  document  can  be  produced  of  his  adopting  the 
latter  title,  till  the  death  of  his  real  father  the  younger  Sir 
Wiiliam  Stuart,  an.  1440. 
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for,  thefecond  of  the  charters  above  mentioned  ; 
and  that,  as  to  the  other,  though  fearched  for  with 
diligence,  it  was  no  where  to  be  found!  (c). 

jft  prolix  and  laborious  exculpation  is  then 
d,  proceeding,  as  it  mould  feem,  on  the  im- 
plied charge  of  evafion.     This,  although  fpread 
ever  almoil  five  Quarto  pages,  when  compreiTed 
into  as  many  fentences,  is,  in  iabftance,  as  follows: 
That  tb.e  title  of  the  firft  charter  was  copied  from 
an  inventory  of  Lord  Glafgow's  papers  at  Haulk- 
head,  obtained  from  Mr  Tod,  writer  to  the  Sig- 
net *,  and  man  of  bufinefs  to  that  nobleman  :  and 
that  Mr  Williams's  remarks  having  given  rife  to 
a  late  fearch  at  Haulkhcad  to  difcover  it,  every  ef- 
fort had  at  proved  ineffectual.     Notwith- 
standing, however,  you  contend,  that  the  lofs  can 
be  a  matter  of  but  little  moment.     That,  as  the 
firft  charter  was  the  difpoiition  to  the  lands,  in  fa- 
vour of  Walter  Stuart,  by  John  Pollock,  and  the 
fecond  (prefcrved  in  the  Public  Records)  the  con- 
firmation,  under  the  Great  Seal,  of  that  difpoii- 
tion, fo  it  neceffarily  follows,  that  the  ftyle  and 
terms  in  which  we  find  the  fecond  is  conceived, 
mull  have  been  identically  the  ftyle  and  terms  of 
\rfti  it  being  a  fact  well  known  in  the  prac- 
tice of  bufinefs,  that,  in  royal  charters,  the  defcrip- 
tions  of  places  or  perfons  are  duly  regulated  by 
thofe  of  the  warrants*,  on  which  they  proceed. 
That,  in  order  to  afcertain  the  fact  by  analogy, 

recourfe 


(c)  Gcpealpg,  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VIJ.  p.  253. 
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recourfe  was  had  to  the  Public  Records  themfelves, 
for  the  regiftration  of  the  royal  charter,  granted 
about  the  fame  time  to  John  Rofs,  Laird  of  Haulk- 
head,  for  his  half  of  the  lands  of  Arthurley.  But 
a  concife  entry  was  the  entire  refult  of  that  fearch  \ 
and,  in  the  fhort  notice  refpecling  the  deed,  it  is 
faid  to  have  been  entered  in  the  Record,  "  in  forma 

prefcriptd."  id). 

Now,  Sir,  I  will  candidly  acknowledge,  that 
charters  under  the'  Great  Seal  in  Scotland  do  urn- 
ally  run  in  the  fame  ilyle  and  terms  as  the  difpo- 
fitions  conftituting  their  warrant  #  ;  and  of  the  two 
:harters  in  queftion  the  firft  feems  probably  to 
lave  been  the  warrant  *  or  ground,  on  which  the 
econd  had  proceeded.  Yet,  fuppofing  the  fact  to 
lave  been  as  Mr  Williams  afTerts,  viz.  that  Sir 
William  Stuart  of  Caftlemilk  was  alive  in  1349, 
md  actually  died  before  ift  February  1440,  it  is 
urely  not  impojfible  that  the  trifling  change,  in  the 
iefcription  of  Walter  Stuart,  necefTary  to  corre- 
pond  with  that  well  known  event,  might,  by  the 
writer,  have  been  inferted  in  the  royal  charter  : 
\nd  the  grant,  without  doubt,  was  equally  valid, 
is  proceeding  upon  the  difpofition,  whether  it  were 
n  favour  of  "  the  fon  of  Sir  William  Stuart  of 

Caftlemilk,"  or  of  '!  the  fon  of  the  deceafed  Sir 
«  William  Stuart  of  Caftlemilk.' 

In 
v, 


(d)  Genealog,  Hid.  of  the  Stewarts,  Part  VII.  p.  251- 
56. 


In  thi^  manner,  you  will  admit,  I  am  fufficient- 
ly  warranted  to  argue,  as  the  incidents  which  Mi 
Williams's  hypothefis  involves,  might  very  well 
have  taken  place.  Becaufe,  if  they  did  not,  whj 
was  the  matter  fo  very  differently  reprefented  b) 
Mr  Tod,  with  whofe  charader  I  am  well  acquaint- 
cd,  and  whofe  profeffional  corrednefs  is  known  t( 
be  unimpeachable?  It  refts  folely  with  yourfelf  tc 
exhibit  the  document,  which  has  thus  fo  fuddenh 
and  unaccountably  become  invifible.  Nothing  lef 
is  adequate  to  deftroy  what  has  been  fo  gravel) 
delivered  in  a  genealogical  argument.  The  occa- 
lion,  it  is  true,  on  which  it  was  introduced,  (viz 
the  ihowing  the  progrefs  of  the  title-deeds  of  tht 
lands  of  Arthurley)  may,  as  you  obferve,  be  \ 
matter  of  no  great  moment ;  but  it  derives  weigh 
and  importance  from  the  nature  of  the  inferences 
which  are  fairly  deducible  from  fuch  premifes 
Until,  therefore,  an  exhibition  of  the  loft  charte 
be  made  effe&ual,  the  refult  of  the  comparifon  be 
tween  the  two  mud  be  confidered  as  at  lead  a  col 
lateral,  although,  indeed,  it  is  a  fupernumerary  evi 
dence,  concerning  the  younger  Sir  William  Stuar 
of  Caftlemilk  ;  and,  by  confequence,  an  additiona 
bar  to  the  admiffibility  of  your  pretenfions. 

For  my  own  part,  I  am  not  among  thofe  difpo 
fed  to  believe,  that  the  author  of  the  Genealogica 
Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts  is  capable,  even  where  th< 
ambition  for  family  honours  is  concerned,  of  rep  re 
icnting  with  unfairnefs,  or  concealing  with  inten 
tion,  an  exifting  document  •,  although  his  reliana 
on  a  title  may  be  rather  eafy,  and  his  belief  of  ai 

entm 


[     I27     J 

mire  deed  rather  difficult,  as  they  feverally  make 
n  favour,  or  againft  his  argument  (e).  Yet  I  will 
iot  pretend  to  anfwer  for  the  fuggeftions  of  envy, 
r  the  whifpers  of  fufpicion.  The  heir-apparent 
nd  reprefentative  of  the  Cardinal  de  York  is  a 
erfonage  of  fome  importance,  and  as  fuch,  muft 
e  expofed  to  both.  Neither  will  I  take  it  upon 
ie  to  determine  the  precife  efTed,  that  the  myfie- 
ous  ftory  of  the  Haulkhead  papers  may  in  cer- 
lin  minds  produce,  on  a  variety  of  other  matter, 
rought  forward,  with  equal  confidence,  in  his 
3ok.  Of  the  value  and  folidity  of  a  whole  men 
ually  judge,  from  the  tried  value  and  folidity  of 
;  parts :  And,  the  truth  is,  that,  in  the  work  in 
leftion,  the  fairelt  of  thefe  is  not  now,  in  appear- 
ice,   more  fair  and  perfecf,  than  was  their  airy 

brother 


E)  It  is  almoft  unneceflary  to  obferve  to  the  reader  the 
ufpefting  confidence  with  which  the  author  of  the  Gene- 
gical  Hiftory  believed  the  authenticity  of  one  charter,  on 
ng  furnifhed,  by  Mr  Tod,  with  a  bare  copy  of  the  title  ; 
ile  he  pretended  to  difbelieve  the  genuinenefs  of  another, 
lough  he  found  a  complete  a?id  authenticated  copy  of  it,  in 
her  Hay's  Collections. 

think  it  proper  here  to  take  an  opportunity  of  decla- 
J,  that,  in  this  letter,  no  new  writings  or  documents  have 
0  brought  forward  by  me,  relating  to  the  prefent  contro- 
y.  Of  thofe  I  have  cited,  on  different  occalions,  the 
rle  have  been,  in  fome  fliape  or  other,  already  appealed 
:ither  by  the  Reverend  Mr  Williams,  or  by  the  author 
he  Genealogical  Hiitory  of  the  Stewarts,  who  are,  of 
fe,  refponfible  for  their  exigence  and  authenticity. 
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brother  of  Haulkhead,  previous  to  Mr  Williams 
able  fcrutiny,  when  it  ftirunk  into  non-exiftenc 
at  the  touch  of  criticifm. 

We  have  now.   Sir,  examined,   at  fome  lengtl 

the  chief  pillars,  on  which  you  reft  your  clam 

to  be  heir-apparent  and  reprefentative  of  the  Ca 

dinal  de  York.     We  have  found  them,  indee. 

ereft  and  loftv,  the  fupport  of  a  fpacious  bud. 

ing  ;  and  that  building  the  acknowledged  wo, 

of  time,  of  application,  and  of  patient  induftry  (f 

Not  content,  in  planning  the  itruclurc,   with  t. 

ample  quarries  or  foreils  of   Britain,   you  ev 

travelled  abroad  in  queft  of   foreign   materia 

and   fought  devices  at  Paris,   and  entablatures 

Rome,  to  decorate  and  enrich  it.     But  did  it  I 

become  you,  as  a  wife  builder,  to  have  well  e> 

mined,  before  you  confided  in,  a  fandy  founc 

tion>     It  is  true,  vain  ambition,  the  obvious  ; 

chitecl,  has  enticed  many  a  man,  no  lets  cool  a 

difpaffionate  than  yourfelf,  into  projeds  as  wi 

and  labours  as  unprofitable.     Yet,   furely,  no  f 

fo  extenlive   in  frfelfi    (.let  the  reader  rened 

near  ;co  Quarto  pages !)  of  fuch  coftly  eredi 

or  fuch  laboured  regularity,   and,   above  ail, 

fplendid  and  formidable  at  a  d.ftance,   was  e 

feen,  like  a  fairy  edifice,  to  crumble  more  fudd 

lv  into  ruin,  on  a  near  approach. 

Pofli 


(F)  In  the  Preface  to  the  Genealogical  Hiftory,   the 
thor  acknowledges,  that  not  Icfi  than  ten  years  have 
fpent  on  the  work. 
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Poffibly  you  may  think,  that  this  opinion  of 
your  pretentions  is  arrogant  and  faftidious,  and  pe- 
culiar to  Lord  Galloway.  You  may,  perhaps,  as 
ki  the  cafe  of  your  much  injured  kinfmen,  John 
and  William  Stewarts  of  Caftlemiik,  allege,  that 
it  is  an  "  ideal  fubftance,"  and  to  be  found  only 
in  the  prefent  Letter.  It  may  not  be  improper, 
therefore,  to  appeal  to  the  fentiments  of  other 
men,  all  remarkable  for  their  diligence  of  invef- 
tigation,  and  fome  of  them  diftinguilhed  by  their 
accuracy  as  antiquaries,  who  have,  at  different 
periods,  written  on  the  name  of  Stewart.  Of 
thefe  authors  the  opinions  will  be  found,  directly 
or  indirectly,  to  confirm  this  account ;  That  Sir 
John  Stewart  of  Darnley,  the  anceftor  of  the  Earls 
and  Dukes  of  Lennox,  had  a  younger  brother, 
Sir  William  Stewart,  indifferently  defigned*  of 
Jedworth,  of  Caftlemiik,  or  Sheriff  of  Teviot- 
dale :  That  from  the  eldeft  fon  of  this  Sir  Wil- 
iam  the  family  of  Lord  Galloway  is  defcended, 
md,  from  a  younger,  the  Stuarts  of  Caftlemiik  in 
Lanerkfhire  ;  and  confequently,  That  both  are 
prung  from  the  flock  of  Darnley  or  Lennox,  but 
hat  the  latter  are  cadets  of  the  boufe  of  Gallo- 
way. 

The  firfh  writer  we  mall  quote,  is  the  well 
mown  Nifbet,  in  his  Syftem  of  Heraldry.  "  Sir 
Walter  Stewart  (fays  he)  to  whom  King  Ro- 
bert Bruce  gave  the  barony  *  of  Dalfwinton, 
was  defcended  of  a  younger  fon  of  Sir  John 
Stewart  of  Bonkill,  and  was  fometimes  defign- 
R  "  ed* 
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"  ed*  of  Dalfwinton,  and  fometimes  of  Garlies, 
«'  His  grandfon,  Sir  Walter  Stewart  of  Dal- 
**  fwinton,  was  contemporary  with  Robert  III. 
"  His  daughter,  Marion  Stewart,  became  his 
«  heir ;  and  was  married  to  Sir  William  Stewart, 
«  Sheriff  of  Teviotdale,  defcended  of  the  family  of 
«  Darofef  (o)."  It  is  evident,  how  corredl  fo- 
cvcr  this'  writer's  account  of  Sir  William  Stew- 
art's  defcent,  that  there  is  an  inconfiftency  in  the 
ft  ate  of  his  matrimonial  engagement :  for  it  was 
not  Sir  William,  but  his  fon  John,  who  married 
the  heirefs  of  Dalfwinton. 

Crawford,  in  his  Peerage  of  Scotland,  (hews, 
from  more  fatisfadory  authority,  that  "  Sir  Wal- 
m  ter  Stewart,  Lord  of  Dalfwinton,  married  hi ; 
«'  only  daughter  to  John  Stewart,  F.fq.  fon  and 
"  heir  of  Sir  William  Stewart,  Sheriff  of  Teviot- 
"  dale.  This  Sir  William  was  a  fon  of  the  famu 
»  ly  of  Darnley,  afterwards  created  Earls  and 
"  Dukes  of  Lennox,  as  appears  from  the  Pa- 
«  tent  creating  Sir  Alexander  Stewart,  Lord 
«  Garlics,  in  the  year  1607,  and  from  feveral 
"  other  accounts  (h)."  This  author,  in  his 
Hiifory  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart,  fubjoined  in 
the  Account  of  Renfrewfhire,  has  the  following 
palTage,  and  nearly  to  the  fame  purpofe  :  "  I 
M  have  iGQii  an  indenture,  in  the  Scotch  lan- 
"  guage,  dated  at  Dumfries,  in  the  year  1396, 
"  betwixt  Sir  Walter  Stewart,  Lord  of  Dalfwin- 

"  ton, 


(g)  Vol.  I.  p.  49- 

(u)  Peerage  of  Scotland,  p.  157 


[  I3i   ] 

"  ton,  on  the  one  part,  and  Sir  William  Stewart^ 
"  Sheriff  of  Teviotdale,  (defcended  of  the  Houfe  of 
"  Darnley),  on  the  other,  wherein  it  is  agreed, 
"  that  John  Stewart,  fon  and  heir  of  the  faid  Sir 
"  William,  mail  marry  and  have  to  wife,  Marion 
"  Stewart,  the  only  daughter  of  the  faid  Sir  Wal- 
11  ter,  with  whom  he  obliges  himfelf  to  give  fix 
"  fcore  of  marks  in  tocher*." 

"  Sir  Walter  Stewart,  (who  lived  in  the  time 
M  of  King  Robert  the  II.  and  III.),  having  no 
"  male  ilfue  of  his  own  body,  married  his  only 
"  daughter  to  John  Stewart,  Efq.  fon  and  heir  to 
"  Sir  William  Stewart,  Sheriff  of  "Teviotdale  ;  by 
"  whom  me  had  Sir  William  Stewart  (of  Dal- 
"  fwinton),  their  fon  and  heir  ;  which  Sir  Wil- 
M  liam  was  made  a  Knight  by  King  James  II., 
"  and  had  irTue  three  fons,  Alexander  his  fuccef- 
"  for,  Sir  Thomas  Stewart  of  Minto,  Knight, 
"  ancellor  to  the  prefent  Lord  Blantyre,  and 
«'  Walter  (i)." 

The  fame  Nilbet  already  mentioned,  in  dedu- 
cing the  lineage,  and  defcribing  the  armorial 
bearings  of  the  Galloway  family,  writes  as  follows: 
**  The  cadets  of  the  family  of  Stewart  of  Dafl- 
"  fwinton  and  Garlies,  now  Earls  of  Galloway, 
"  are,  Stewart  of  Cafllemilk,  or,  a  bend  guies,  fur- 
"  mounted  of  a  feffe-cheque,  argent  and  azure  ; 
"  fo  recorded,  in  the  Line  Register,  for  Sir  Ar- 
"  chibald  Stewart  of  Cajllemzlk,  Baronet,  with  the 
"  badge  of  Nova  Scctia  in  the  finifter  canton. 
"  Crell,  a  dexter  hand  holding  a  fword,  proper. 

"  Motto, 

(i)  Rudiments  of  Honour,  p.  116, 
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"■  Motto,  Avant.     Stewart  of  Minto,  or,  a  feffc- 
"  cheque,  azure  and  argent  (k),"  &c. 

Hay,  in  his  MSS  ,  in  the  Advocates  Library  at 
Edinburgh,  obferves,  that  "  From  the  family  of 
"  Darnley  defcend  the  hovfes  ofGarlies,  now  Earl 
«  of  Galloway,  Minto,  Blantyre  (l),"  &c. 

"  Alexander  Stewart  Lord  Garlies,  (fays  Sir 
"  James  Balfour,  that  accurate  genealogift),  a  ca- 
"  detofthe  Stewarts  of  Darnley,  himfelf  being  the 
"  fifteenth  of  the  family,  and  the  thirteenth  heir- 
w  male  of  one  line,  the  elded  of  the  houfe  fuc- 
"  ceilively  fucceeding  other*,  by  the  name  of 
"  Alexander,  was,  by  King  James  VI.,  created 
"  Earl  of  Galloway,  by  letters-patent,  bearing  date 
"  at  Theobald's,  19th  September  1623  (m)." 

Sir  Robert  Gordon  of  Gordonftoun,  (a  genea- 
logift highly  extolled  by  yourfelf  ),  in  his  genea- 
logy of  the  Earls  of  Sutherland,  remarks,  that 
"  From  the  houfe  of  Darnley  are  defcended  the  fa- 
"  mily  ofGarlies,  now  Earls  of  Galloway,  Minto, 
"  Blantyre,  Pittenwemyfs,  Cafilemilk,  Hallrigg, 
"  Garton,  Balflieall,  Clarvy,  Rothfay,  with  fome 
M  others  (n)."  And  yet,  in  his  account  of  Sir 
William  Stewart,  the  fon  of  Sir  Alexander  Stew- 
art of  Darnley,  he  adds,  "  This  Sir  William  was 

"  flain 


(k)  Nifbet's  Heraldry,  Vol.  I.  p.  50. 

(l)  Page  489. 

(m)    Genealogical   Account  of  Noble  Families.     MS 
Advocates  Library,  Edinburgh. 

(n)  MS.  Advocates  Library.  p-tji. 
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"Jain  at  the  battle  of  Vernueil,    in  the  year  of 

that  let  t  T-thefe  PafrageS  "  is  «*«* 

that  he  looked  upon  S.r  William  Stewart  of  T»d 

worth   and  the  elder  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Crf- 
tlemUk  as,hey,/wperfon.  and 

bet  .»  his  Heraldry,  (above  quoted;,  he  regard  d 
the  fam.lv  of  Cajllemilk  as  cadets  of  that  of  Dal 

P«  the  battle  of  Vernueil,  erroneoufly  f0    £ 
fiege  of  Orleans,  an.  1429.  ' 

To  thefe  refpeftable  authorities  we  lhall  add 
hat  of  the  learned  Camden,  who,  in  fpeaking  of 
>e  lordm.p  of  Galloway,  has  this  parage  :  -The 

"  i-fv  o/n of  ,Gaiioway  feu  aft«  »  ^ 

family  of  Dough,,  and,   lince,  to  the  familv 
of  Ste^t  of  Games;  whlch,  being  firft  £ 

"LoLc    f'nSJamesVI--th  the  title  of 

,    LordofGarI.es,  was  further  raired,  by  the  fame 

^.ng,  to  the  dignity  of  Earl  or  Galloway    M 

««*„  ^  °/f  «>  ^«/™  ,*,  illuJl0US 

jai7iily  of  Lennox  (o)." 

Mr^r  3Ut u°r  J'  fllaU  appeal  £0  is  the  Rev. 
M    Williams,   by  far  the  moft  accurate  of  „    ' 

« ^o  have  examined  the  fubjecr.     In  treat.ng  of 

he  different  add,t.ons  or  defignations*  given  to 

ey^-Williatr .Stewart,  he  thus  pfoc^ 

Doughs  both  ,„  his  Peerage  and  Baronage  of 
Seothnd  reprefents  Sir  miliatn  SteJn  tf 
Jedworth  as  tbe  fame  perfon  witb  Sir  mm/m 

"  Stewart 

(o)Britan.Vol.ILp.I202,e^Gibf<>nj 
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«  Stewart  of Ca/llemilk.     Duncan  Stewart,  in  his 

-  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts,  not  only  appears  to  be 
"  of  the  fame  opinion,  but  when  accounting  for 
«  the  difburfement  of  the  money  remitted  from 
«  France,  in  the  year  .3*5.  "*  afferts>  thf  an 

-  hundred  livres  were  given  to  Sir  William  Stew- 
"  art  of  Jedworth  ;    (Rymer.  Feed.  Angl.  torn. 

-  vix.  p.  4«S0  S  while  Scott,  in  his  Hiftory  of 
«  Scotland,  recording  the  fame  tranfaa.on,  af- 
"  firms,  That  an  hundred  livres  were  given  to 
..  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlcnnlk.      It  feems 

-  evident,  however,  that  both  authors  meant  tbi 
..  fune  per/on.  And,  when  fome  genealog.fts  def- 
..  cribc  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth  as  a 
h  ,bn  of  the  family  of  Darnley,  and  others .re- 
«  prefent  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  as 
-  defcended  from  the  fame  family,  it  appears  to 
«  be  no  more  than  the  fame  fad  related  m  d.ffer- 
"  Cnt  words  (e)."  Of  this  remark  the  quotation 
from  Sir  Robert  Gordon  (made  above)  may  be 
adduced  as  a  very  appofite  illuftration. 

Mr  Williams,  likewife,  in  endeavouring  to  d,f 
entangle  the  perplexity  refulting  from  a  fimilan 
j  of  names  borne  by  different  perfons  nearly  . 
the  fame  era,  has  thefe  judicious  obfervations 
"  There  are  (he  fays)  two  circumftances  whic 
«  have  materially  tended  to  lead  fome :  authors , 
..  t0  an  error  with  regard  to  the  defcent  of  tbi 
"  family.  „  Fbj 


(r)  Evidence  for  Lufd  Galloway,  p.  i3>  '«• 
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"  Fir/l,  The  difcovery  of  the  name  of  a  JoJm 
««  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  in  the  Chartulary  *  0f 
!<  Kelfo,   1323;    from  whence  it  has  been  erro 
«  neouily  concluded,  that  John  Stewart,   the  fon 
"  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill,  alTumed  the 
"  title  of  de  Jedworth,  and  was  the   anceftor  of 
•  the  Stewarts  of  Dalfwinton.     But,   according 
"  to    Symfon,    in   his   Hiftory   of  the   Stewarts, 
(p.  64.),  John,  the  fon  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of 
''  Bonkill,  had  no  children:    And,   according  to 
'  Lord  Hailes,   in  his  Annals  of  Scotland,   (vol. 
'  "•   P-  307-),    his  deflation*   was  de  Dalaon. 

<  The  John  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  therefore,  men- 

<  tioned  in  the  1323,  mud  have  been  John  Stew- 
'  art,  afterwards  of  Darnley,  the  ^rand/on  of  Sir 
!  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill,  and  the  fon  of  Sir 
'  Alan  Stewart  of  Darnley  (qJ. 

"  Secondly,  Another  circumftance,  which  has 
occafioned  fome  errors   with  regard  to  the  de 
tot  of  this  family,    is   the  reprefenting  Sir 
William  Stewart  of  Jedworth,   on  all  occafions 
as  the  fame  perfon  with  Sir  William  Stewart 
of  Caftlemilk;  whereas,  it  is  evident,  not  only 
that  they  were  different  perfons,   but  that   the 
latter  was  the  fecond  fon  of  the  former.     As  the 
lands  or  Caftlemilk,  however,   belonged  like 
wife  to  the  former,  and  as  he  is,   in  one  or  two 
inflances,   defigned  *   Sir  William  Stewart  of 
Caftlemilk,  fome  authors,  defcribing  Sir  Wil- 

"  liam 
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«  liam  Stewart  of  Jedworth,  as  afecondfon  of  the 
«  family  of  Darnlev,  have  given  him  the  defigna- 
««  tion*  of  <fc  Cafllemilk.     Thus,  Hugh  Thomas, 
«  in  a  MS.   of  no  great  value,  and  of  little  au- 
«  thoritv,  (or  antiquity,  being  not  yet  four-fcore 
«  rears  old),  Hari.  MSS.  No.  2218.,  defenbes  bir 
«  William  Stewart  of  Caftlemilk  as  the  brother 
«  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Darnley.     But  this  on- 
«  ly  corroborates,  as  far  as  Inch  an  authority  can 
«  be  relied  on,  the  account  already  given  of  the 
«  detent  of  the  Stewarts  of  Garlics  from  the  Houfe 
u  J  Darnley.     For,  by  Sir  William  Stewart  of 
«  Caftlemilk,    is   evidently   meant   Sir    William 
«  Stewart  finior,  who  generally  was  defigned*  Sir 
«  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth;  but  who,  pof- 
«  feffine  Hkewife  the  Caftlemilk  eftate,    in  the 
«  year   l398,  as  appears  from  Rymer's  Foedera, 
«  (torn.  viii.  p.  53,   590,    was,    on   one  or  two 
«  pub"c  occafions,  defigned*  Sir  William  Stew- 
"  art  of  Caftlemilk  (r)." 

Next  to  the  writers,  Sir,  who  have  treated  tins 
fobiea  I  mould  recommend,  to  your  attentive 
perufal,  the  Tables  which  the  belt  genealogifts, 
and  particularly  Sir  Robert  Douglas  and  Mr  John 
Brown,  have  compiled  on  the  name  of  Stewart. 
Of  the  former  the  accuracy  is  well  known  anj 
iuftly  applauded;  although,  from  the  confufioi 
if  names,  (as,  for  example,  in  the  cafe  of  Jed 
worth),  he  may  inadvertently  have  fallen   int 


(r)  Evidence  for  Lord  Calloway,  Appendix,  p.  94,  9 
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fome  errors  (s).  In  regard  to  Mr  Brown,  his 
work  is,  without  doubt,  one  of  the  molt  ample 
and  correct  views  of  any  furname  ever  delivered 
to  the  public  (t).  Here,  in  particular,  the  deli- 
neation of  the  Houfe  of  Bonkill  is  executed  with 
great  impartiality  and  precifion,  and  is  every  way 
confident  with  exifting  documents.  No  genera- 
tions, in  the  Darnley  line,  are  inverted  or  anni- 
hilated ;  nor  is  there  an  unaccountable  omiffion 
(which  in  your  Table  is  confpicuous)  of  Sir  Ro- 
bert the  6th  fon  of  Sir  John  Stewart  of  Bonkill, 
whofe  defcendants  form  one  of  the  moil  exten- 
five  branches  of  the  Stewart  race  (u). 

S  After 


(s)  Sir  Robert  Douglas,  in  his  Genealogical  Table,  has 
erroneoufly  traced  Sir  William  Stewart  of  Jedworth  from 
Sir  John,  the  fifth  fon  of  the  Houfe  of  Bonkill,  whofe  de- 
lignation*  was  de  Daldon.  He  has  alfo  traced  the  Stuarts 
of  Caftlemilk  from  the  fame  perfon. 

(t)  This  Table  is  handfomely  engraved,  and  was  pu- 
blished at  Edinburgh,  with  a  very  numerous  lift  of  fub- 
fcribers,  1797. 

(u)  Before  I  filled  up  the  place  of  the  6th  fon  of  the 
Houfe  of  Bonkill,  in  my  Genealogical  Sketch,  I  thought  it 
proper  to  apply  to  the  perfon  at  the  head  of  that  branch  of 
the  name,  (Mr  Stewart  of  Allanton),  in  order  to  learn, 
why  the  exiftence  of  a  race  fo  uniformly  recorded  by  eve- 
ry genealogift  fince  tht  time  of  Symfon,  was  at  length  ar- 
bitrarily fuppreffed  by  the  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hif- 
tory  of  the  Stewarts  ?  The  gentleman  juft  now  mentioned, 
after  producing  to  me  very  fatiafaftory  documents  of  his 

defcent 
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After  thofe  gentlemen,  I  would  humbly  venture 
to  fuggeft  to  your  notice  my  own  genealogical  la- 
bours.    They  are  contained  in  the  Sketch  of  the 

Defcent 


defcent  from  the  above  Sir  Robert  Stewart,  who  was  de- 
signed* "  of  Daldiie,"  made  anfwer  nearly  to  the  follow- 
ing purport :  "  The  queftion,  Sir,  which  you  put,  I  know 
"  not  if  I  can  well  anfwer  ;  a3,  ever  fince  I  faw  Mr  An- 
"  drew  Stuart's  book,  the  circumftance  has  puzzled  my- 
"  felf.  I  cannot  conjecture  why  the  author  of  that  work 
"  (in  which  no  labour  of  invejligation  feems  to  have  been 
"  fpared)  did  not,  on  the  point  in  queftion,  prefer  a  more 
"  to  a  lefs  obvious  fource  of  intelligence,  a  direct  applica- 
"  tion  to  my  felf,  (which  he  never  made)  to  the  lower  office 
"  of  retailing  the  ignorance  of  Symfon,  or  the  ambiguities 
"  of  Duncan  Stewart.  The  only  reafon  I  can  conceive  is, 
"  that  perhaps  he  thought  the  defcendants  of  a  fixth  fon  of 
"  the  Houfe  of  Bonkill  were  beneath  the  notice  of  an  am- 
"  bition,  which  was  endeavouring  to  grafp  at  the  honours 
"  of  the  firjl.  Or,  perhaps,  his  opinion  may  have  been, 
"  that  the  higheft  merit  confifts  in  the  moft  remarkable  Jln- 
"  gularity ;  and,  therefore,  in  his  invafion  of  the  rights  of 
"  Lord  Galloway,  as  he  had  advanced  a  theory  peculiar  to 
"  himfelf,  fo  another  opportunity,  like  the  prefent,  might 
"  not  eafily  occur,  for  evincing  how  completely  he  differed 
"  from  every  writer  of  eff  ablifhed  credit.  As  you,  Sir,  have 
"  undertaken,  on  the  part  of  the  Noble  Earl,  to  refute  the 
"  dogmas  of  a  felf-deluded  genealogift,  I  fhall  take  it  kind, 
"  if  you  will  adopt  fome  method  of  entering  this  my  pro- 
"  teft  againft  the  ulurpations  of  a  felf  created  dictator." 

I  hope  the  above  gentleman,  who  has  certainly  fome 
caufe  for  complaint,  will  think  that  I  have  not  been  ne- 
glectful of  either  the  one  or  the  other  of  thefe  objects 
that  I  have  reported  his  proteft  with  due  fidelity, 


' 
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Befcent  of  the  Houfe  of  Bonkill,  which  you  will 
find  fubjoined  to  the  prefent  Letter.     It  is  true, 
this  delineation  is  not,  like  your  Table,  elegantly 
engraved,  nor  are  the  corners  decorated  with  va- 
luable fac-Ji?ni/h  of  the  fea;ls  belonging  to  the  Lord 
High  Steward,  or  of  any  of  the  race  of  Caftlemilk. 
Yet  it  will  be  found  to  comprife  an  impartial  view 
of  the  different  heads  of  families  defcended  from 
the  Lord  High  Stewards,  previous  to  their  accef- 
fion  to  the  Crown  of  Scotland.    Commencing  with 
Walter,  the  fon  of  Alan,  who  filled  that  important 
office  about  1153,  and  was  paternal  anceftor,  in 
the  fixth  degree,  to  King  Robert  II.,  the  fuccef- 
fion  is  thence  deduced  only  to  the  beginning  of 
the  1 6th  century,  the  time  of  Sir  Alexander  Stew- 
art of  Garlies,  Sir  William  Stuart  the  3d  of  Caftle- 
milk, and  their  feveral  cotemporaries.     After  this 
era,  all  virulence  of  controverfy  feems  to  ceafe. 
The  various  generations  are  fuffered  to  glide  on  in 
undifturbed  tranquillity,  and  are  neither  annihi- 
lated nor  difplaced  by  the  fury  of  contending  com- 
petitors.   Fully  fenfible  as  I  am  of  the  ufeful  light 
which  your  diligence  has  thrown  on  fome  obfcure 
parts  of  this  feries,  you  will  perceive  that  your 
amendments   have  been   adopted  with   freedom, 
wherever  they  appear  the  refult  of  folid  evidence  ; 
But  they  have,  in  like  manner,  been  firmly  rejec- 
ted, where  inconfiftent.  with  probability;  where 
they  are  vifibly  the  offspring  of  prejudice,  and  the 
creatures  of  a  particular  theory;  or  where,  in  a 
word,  they  have  objeds  lefs  pure  than  the  improve-  * 
ment  of  genealogy,  or  the  eviction  of  truth 

Without 
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Without  being  too  fanguine,  I  may  think  it  pof- 
fible,  that  a  ferious  attention  to  theie  various  do- 
cuments and  authorities,  may  produce  a  falutary 
impreflion  on  your  mind.  The  praife  of  candour, 
which  you  feem  particularly  ambitious  to  deferve 
and  to  obtain,  rather  encourages  me  in  that  hope. 
As  to  my  free  examination  of  your  Four  Propofi- 
tions,  if  it  convince  you,  it  is  well.  If  not,  you 
may  reply  to  it  at  your  leilure. 

Upon  the  whole,  Sir,  I  truft,  from  a  review  of 
the  foregoing  narrative  and  reafonings,  which  I 
have  thus  offered  on  the  part  of  the  Earl  of  Gal- 
loway, no  doubt  will  remain,  with  the  reader,  of 
the  actual  reprefentation  of  the  Darnley  and  Len- 
nox families  being  veiled  in  that  Nobleman  ;  and, 
as  I  faid  in  the  outfet,  that  the  claims  you  have  ad- 
vanced are  fupported  only  by  "  feeble  proofs,  and 
"  inconclufive  arguments."  Few,  therefore,  I 
imagine,  will  think  it  too  much  when  I  fay,  in  the 
words  of  an  ancient  poet,  that  of  the  gorgeous 
plumage,  with  which  you  had  fo  complacently 
decked  yourfelf,  "  the  principal  feather  is  now 
"  plucked  and  fallen."  (v).  If,  in  the  restoration 
of  it  to  the  true  owner,  you  have  in  fome  fort  fha- 
red  the  fate,  it  is  becaufe  you  had  imitated  the  ex- 
ample, of  a  certain  bird  in  the  fable,  whofe  ambi- 
tion, (we  are  told)  like  your  own,  got  the  better 
of  its  prudence,  in  vainly  afpiring  beyond  its  na- 
tive 


Ariflophan.  Acharn.  fub.  fin, 
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ive  ornaments  (x).  Should  you  ftill  be  difpofed 
o  continue  the  conteft,  you  will  enjoy  the  folitary 
atisfaclion  not  only  of  diffenting  from  Lord  Gal- 
oway,  but  likewife  from  all  impartial  men,  fuch 
is  myfelf,  unconcerned  in  the  iffue ;  who,  in 
pite  of  obloquy,  and  prejudice,  and  all-ruling  fa- 
hion,  will  fometimes  dip  into  ftudies  fo  neglected 
ts  the  tranfaclions  of  their  anceftors. 


PART    THIRD. 

Agreeably  to  the  divilion  which  I  made  of 
his  Letter  in  the  beginning,  I  now  come  to  the 
Third  branch  of  the  fubject,  in  which  it  was  pro- 
ofed to  make  fome  critical  remarks  on  your  book 
s  a  literary  production,  taking  into  conlideration 
he  matter  and  ftyle,  as  well  as  the  fcope  and  uti- 
ty  of  the  volume. 

Whoever,  Sir,  comes  before  the  public  in  the 
uality  of  an  author,  virtually  acknowledges  the 
ower  of  that  high  tribunal  to  approve  or  to  con- 
emn  ;  either  to  deal  out  the  rewards  of  praife,  or 
pply  the  lafh  of  cenfure.     The  public,  however, 

a  term  of  very  exteniive  and  uncertain  applica- 
tion. 


(x)  It  is  fcarcely  neceffary  to  remind  the  reader  of  the 
ble  of  "  the  daw  with  borrowed  feathers,"  as  related  by 
at  admirable  philofopher  of  antiquity,  old  iEfop. 


[   H*  ] 


tion.  The  courts  of  criticifm  themfelves,  that  en- 
gage the  hopes  and  fears  of  authors,  convey  art 
idea  almoft  as  indefinite.  Of  the  latter,  indeed, 
fomething  may  be  known,  from  the  laws  and  prin 
ciples  that  regulate  their  decrees ;  although  we  are 
wholly  unacquainted  with  the  number  of  the 
members,  or  the  time  and  duration  of  their  fit- 
tings. In  the  monthly  edicts,  ifiued  from  thofe 
invifible  tribunals,  we  recognife  a  judgment  fitted 
to  regulate,  and  a  learning  worthy  to  prefide  over, 
the  public  tafte.  Yet,  as  the  preflure  of  bufinefj 
feems  ufually  to  exceed  both  the  time  and  dili- 
gence of  the  judges,  what  hope  can  be  indulged 
that  genealogy  mall  find  favour  in  their  fight: 
Amidft  the  prodigious  mafs  of  fcience  and  philo 
fophy,  of  literature  and  politics  that  daily  call  fo 
attention,  what  fliare  can  devolve  on  a  neglectec 
topic  ;  even  brought  forward,  as  it  is,  by  publifher 
the  moil  refpectable,  and  in  all  the  pomp  and  mag 
nificence  of  a  Quarto  volume  ?  (y). 

Unpropitious,  Sir,  as  the  times  certainly  are  tl 
acquiring  for  your  work  much  distinction  of  criti 
cifm,  I  think  you  are  not  yet  without  room  fo 

confolatior 


(y)  The  publifhers  of  the  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  tl 
Stewarts  are  very  refpectable  indeed,  and  the  firft  in  Loi  : 
don,  Meflrs  Cadell  and  Davies.    But  it  is  obvious,  from  tl 
nature  of  the  work,  that  it  muft  have  been  printed  at  tl  !.; 
entire  expence  of  the  author  himfelf,   and  that  the  abb'  r> 
gentlemen  can  have  no  intereft  whatever  either  in  its  fal 
its  celebrity,  or  the  literary  notice  that  is  taken  of  it. 
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onfolation.  In  me  you  have  found  a  brother  m 
enealogy,  and  you  (hall  not  want  a  friend  in  di- 
refs.  Impreffed  with  a  due  reverence  for  a  ftu~ 
y,  in  which  we  have  feverally  figured,  I  will 
learfully  do  what  in  me  lies  to  avert  the  negled 
ith  which  the  Genealogical  Hiflory  of  the  Stew- 
•ts  is  fo  imminently  threatened  ;  nor  will  I  fufFer 
to  pafs  out  of  the  world  without  that  tribute  of 
:erary  notice  it  certainly  may  claim,  from  the 
:tent,  as  well  as  fplendor  of  fo  great  an  underta- 
ng.  If,  as  a  Reviewer,  I  mould  not  chance  to 
nciliate  your  efteem,  it  will  be  nothing  more 
an  often  happens  to  thofe  who  fit  in  judgment 
the  labours  of  others.  But  it  mall  be  my  en- 
avour  to  conciliate  the  furTrage  of  the  reader,  by 
t  evennefs  with  which  I  mail  hold  the  fcales  of 
ticifm. 

The  firft  thing  that  ftrikes  us  then,  in  taking  up 
ur  book,  is  the  Angularity  of  the  title.  This,  I 
ill  be  allowed  to  fay,  you  have  confiderably  mif- 
)rehended.  It  is  obvious,  that  every  title  mould 
fo  conftituted,  as  to  convey  a  precife  and  clear 
a  of  the  work,  of  which  it  Hands  at  the  head, 
thing,  in  fad,  is  more  proper  and  indifpenfable ; 
>per,  becaufe  its  very  ufe  and  effence  are  defcrip- 
I ;  and  indifpenfable,  becaufe,  from  a  faulty 
clice,  the  moft  enormous  inconveniencies  would 
ue  to  the  reader,  no  lefs  than  the  mere  buyer 
woks.  On  this  principle,  the  appellation  you 
'e  chofen  is  every  way  erroneous.  It  aims,  in- 
d,  at  a  fplendid  generality,  but  it  neither  points 
the  fpecific  character,  nor  the  chief  objed  of 

the 
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the  peformance.  "  A  Genealogical  Account 
«  the  Stewarts  of  Darnley  and  Caftlemilk,"  woul 
perhaps  have  been  an  appofite  defcnption ; ;  tt 
which,  if  you  inclined,  you  might  fairly  have  add- 
ed  "  with  an  attempt  to  demonstrate  that  the  La- 
«  ftlemilk  family  are  the  molt  ancient  branch  nov 
»  remaining  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart." 

But  a  «  Genealogical  Hiftory  of  the  Stewarts, 

if  it  mean  any  thing  definite,  conveys  an  idea  fa 

more  comprehenfive  than  this.    Trailing  a  promif 

fo  fpecious,  we  are  naturally  led  to  exped  fom 

general  account  of  the  illuftrious  furname  in  que 

ftion   and  even  to  rind  that  account  delivered  wit 

the  intereft  and  attradion  of  a  connected  nam 

tive      In  both  expectations,  however,  we  exper 

ence  difappointment.     Here  are  few  facts  to  11 

form   and  Hill  fewer  anecdotes  to  amufe,  the  g< 

neral  reader.    Inftead  of  thofe  wide  and  extende 

views  which  inftruct  in  the  hiftorian,  or,  what ; 

the  biographer  is  Hill  more  pleafing,  ftrokes  1 

character,  and  delineations  of  the  manners,  we  a 

haraffed  and  fatigued  with  a   tedious   detail 

dates  and  eras;   with  barren  titles  of  charters 

confirmation  *  and  novodamus,  precepts  of  feifm 

and  clare  conftat,  and  every  other  deed  and  wi 

ting    with  which  the  lawyers  of  Scotland  ha 

complicated  their  jurifprudence,   or  infured  t 

fucceffion  to  landed  property.     Yet  ftill  we  re 

on    in  the  hope  of  at  length  finding  fome  clei 

perfpicuous,   and  general  view  of  the  name 

Stewart.     To  our  great  aaonimment,  the  volui 

clofes  with  this  interefting  information  5  and,  as 
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is  printed  in  Italics,  it  feems  intended  as  a  corolla- 
ry to  be  deduced  from  the  whole  preceding  evi- 
dence and  reafoning,  viz.  "  That  Andrew  Stuart, 
''  having  now  fucceeded  to  his  brother  Alexander, 
"  in  the  eftate  of  Torrance,  and  alfo  to  the  late 
"  Sir  John  Stuart,  in  the  eftate  of  Caftelmilk,  is 
"  lineal  heir  and  male-reprefentative  of  the  Der- 
"  neley  and  Lennox  families  (after  the  death  of 
"  the  Cardinal  York)  :  and  that  the  faid  Andrew 
"  Stuart  of  Torrance  and  Caftelmilk,  who  is  now 
"  the  perfon  entitled,  muft  feel  it  to  be  his  duty 
"  to  aftert  the  rights  belonging  to  the  Caftelmilk 
"  family,  in  the  fame  manner  that  the  late  worthy 
"  proprietor  of  the  eftate,  Sir  John  Stuart,  while 
"  at  the   head  of  the  family,   intended  to  have 
"  done."  (z). 

Your  book,  Sir,  is  therefore  not  hiftory ;  for  hi- 
ftory  contains  a  narrative  of  public  tranfactions. 
Neither  is  it  biography  ;  for  biography  implies  a 
delineation  of  private  character.     As  little  is  it  a 
Genealogical  Account  of  the  Stewarts :  For,  if  it 
be,  in  what  inftance  does  it  reach  beyond  a  fingle 
family,  or  two  more  at  moft,  to  trace  the  extrac- 
tion, and  afcertain  the  relations,  of  an  extenfive 
houfe  ?  To  fay  precifely  what  it  is,  is  not  eafy.    If 
fome  perfonal  details  be  only  excepted,  with  here 
and  there  an  extracl  from  a  French  or  Engiifti 
writer,  it  is  nearly  fuch  a  body  of  writings  and 
documents,  as  I  ftiould  defire  my  attorney  to  give 
T  my 

(z)  Genealog.  Hift.  of  the  Stewarts,  p.  384,  385. 


my  lawyer,  if  I  wanted  the  latter  to  make  up  for 
me  a  claim  to  fome  dormant  title  before  the  Houfe 
&f  Lords. 

Pofiibly  you  may  think,  that  to  quarrel  with 
you  about  words  is  captious  and  uncandid,  and 
wholly  unworthy  of  a  liberal  criticifm.  But,  ac- 
cording to  the  pofition  of  a  celebrated  modern 
ftatefman  and  philofopher,  in  fad  "  words  are 
«•■'  things"  (a)  ;  and  of  the  truth  of  it  you  yourfelf 
fhall  be  convinced,  by  the  following  anecdote, 
which  I  have  been  allured  is  authentic. 

A  Highland  gentleman,  as  it  is  faid,  of  the  name 
of  Stewart,  trufting  to  the  faith  of  a  comprehen- 
five  title,  lately  purchafed  your  book.  As  he  was 
fond  of  his  name,  and  inquifitive  about  his  ancef- 
tors,  he  exulted  in  the  idea  of  poffeffing  fo  noble 
a  repofitory  of  hiftorical  as  well  as  genealogical 
learning,  and  fo  ample  an  account,  as  it  doubtlefs 
rnuft  contain,  of  the  Houfe  of  Stewart.  On  carry- 
ing it  to  the  North  (where  it  feems  genealogy  is 
Hill  read;  he  pcrufed  it  with  avidity  :  But  his 
mortification  was  unfpeakable,  when  he  found  not 
one  word  either  of  his  own,  or  of  at  leaft  twen 
ty  ancient  families  more,  that  all  crowded  on  hi 
recolle&ion.    Being  in  his  temper  a  man  fingular 


S 

: 


(a)  A  well  known  faying  of  the  famous  Mirabeau,  in  the 
commencement  of  the  French  Revolution.  It  has  been  no- 
ticed with  effedT:,  by  a  late  admirable  poet,  politician,  and 
xnoralift,  the  author  of  the  "  Purfuits  of  Literature."  Se§ 
p.  ill.  iniin% 
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ly  choleric,  he  immediately  returned  this  Genea* 
logical  Hiftory  to  town.  He  launched  out  into 
many  curfes  on  the  writer,  and  much  invective 
againft  the  book  ;  among  other  things  roundly  af- 
ferting,  that  it  was  "  a  moft  impudent  catch-pen* 
"  ny."  Nor  did  the  Cardinal  de  York  himielf, 
innocent  as  he  was,  wholly  efcape  the  torrent  of 
his  indignation.  The  bookieller,  however,  who 
had  fold  but  one  copy  befides,  peremptorily  refu~ 
fed  to  take  it  back  ;  and  it  was  a  fortunate  circum- 
ftance  for  his  perfonal  fafety,  that  both  the  Tay 
and  the  Forth  intervened  between  him  and  his 
angry  cuftomer. 

Without  farther  infixing  on  the  title,  let  us  pro^ 
ceed  to  confider  the  fubftance  of  your  work,  as  a 
literary  performance.  Accounts  of  individuals,  as 
it  appears  to  me,  may  be  drawn  up  after  three  dif- 
ferent methods  ;  firft,  As  limple  Genealogy ;  fe- 
condly,  As  Biography,  properly  fo  called  ;  and, 
thirdly,  As  Biographic  Genealogy  ;  by  which  may 
be  underftood  an  union  of  both. 

Of  the  firft  fort  the  State  of  Evidence  for  Lord 
Galloway,  proceeding  from  the  pen  of  Mr  WiU 
liams,  is,  in  my  judgment,  an  admirable  fpecimen. 
In  that  work  there  is  no  perplexity  of  detail,  no 
admiffion  of  extraneous  matter.  The  deduction-  of 
the  various  races  is  regular  and  luminous ;  the 
ftyle  neat  and  frmple  j  clear,  without  wailing  itfelf 
in  difTufion,  and  correct,  without  rifing  to  orna- 
ment. On  the  fecond  fpecies,  legitimate  Biogra- 
phy, it  is  needlefs  to  enlarge.  There  is  no  want 
of  examples  in  the  language,  fuch  as  the  Biogra- 
phic 
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phia  Britannic  a,  and  other  pleating  collections.  In 
regard  to  the  third,  it  is  more  rarely  to  be  found  ; 
but,  if  well  executed,  it  would,  in  fome  fort,  pof- 
fefs  a  fuperiority  over  both  the  others ;  as,  while- 
it  admitted  the  character  and  anecdote  of  the  one, 
it  would  not  exclude  the  technical  detail  of  the 
other.  Here  an  able  writer  would  be  careful  to 
feize  every  advantage  afforded  by  the  mixed  na- 
ture of  his  work.  He  would  exhibit  his  genealo- 
gies with  perfpicuity  :  He  would  deduce  his  argu- 
ments with  force;  and  infufe  into  his  narratives 
the  fpirit  and  elegance  of  correct  compofition. 

This  laft,  Sir,  if  I  miftake  not,  is  the  ftyle  of 
writing  you  intended  to  attempt;  and  I  wifh  I 
could  afiert,  confidently  with  truth,  that  your  en- 
deavours have  been  attended  with  much  fuccefs. 
Of  the  feveral  excellencies  juft  now  hinted  at, 
your  performance  certainly  poffeffes  the  firft,  viz. 
the  deducing  the  genealogies  with  due  precifion  : 
But  beyond  this  the  moil  partial  critic  will  find 
little  to  praife. 

Nor  is  the  want  of  intereft,  that  pervades  th 
work,  altogether  afcribable  to  the  infelicity  of  a  bar 
ren  fubject.  It  is  true,  in  an  account  of  individuals, 
removed  by  length  of  time  from  the  view,  little 
more  can  be  faid  than  that  they  lived  and  died  ; 
and  either  the  biographer  or  the  genealogifl  per- 
forms his  duty  when  he  exhibits  their  pedigree, 
and  enumerates  their  offspring.  But  the  houfe  of 
Darnley,  and  particularly  the  line  of  Lennox  and 
Aubigny,  afford  feveral  examples  of  celebrated 
characters ;  men  not  lefs  amiable  for  their  private 

virtues, 


• 
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virtues,  than  eminent  for  the  parts  they  fuftamed 
on  the  ftage  of  public  life.  Sir  John  Stewart  of 
Darnley  and  his  brother,  during  the  wars  of  a 
moft  memorable  period:  their  diftinguifhed  va- 
lour, their  mutual  attachment,  and  their  fall,  at 
length,  under  the  walls  of  Orleans :  Bernard  Lord 
d'Aubigny,  and  Robert  Stuart  Marefchall  of 
France ;  their  talents  as  ftatefmen,  and  as  gene- 
rals; their  negociations  and  victories,  at  Rome,  in 
the  Milanefe,  in  Calabria :  James  Duke  of  Len- 
nox, during  our  own  civil  wars  ;  his  unfhaken  loy- 
alty, and  virtuous  attachment  to  an  ill-fated  mo- 
narch :  Thefe  are  topics,  we  mould  think,  that 
might  have  warmed  the  mod  frigid  genealogift, 
who  looked  with  reverence  and  attachment  to  his 
ancestors. 

Neither  would  I  have  had  you  depart  from  the 
true  line  of  biographic  genealogy,  or  encroach  on 
the  province  of  the  hiftorian.  Yet  the  curious 
materials,  you  have  collected  with  fo  much  indu- 
ftry,  might  furely  have  been  improved  to  far 
greater  advantage.  Characters  from  time  to  time 
might  have  been  pourtrayed  ;  manners  might  have 
been  delineated  ;  and  the  attention  of  the  reader 
feized  and  detained,  by  turning  it  to  the  induction 
of  general  principles  from  an  animated  difplay  of 
particular  facts.  As  it  is,  we  are  feldom  permitted 
to  quit  the  charter-room.  Or,  if  we  fometimes 
exchange  its  dreary  walls  for  fpots  of  verdure  or 
profpeets  of  fertility,  no  ray  enlivens  them  from 
the  native  genius  of  the  writer.     What  has  been 

amafTed 
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ftraaffed  as  materials,  and  might  very  properly 
have  ferved  as  notes,  is  crudely  thruft  into  the  bo- 
dy of  the  performance.  A  crowd  of  quotations 
motely  and  unconnected,  French,  Englifh,  and 
monkifh  Latin,  deform  the  text,  and  enfeeble  the 
narrative.  Thus,  in  my  mind,  an  effed  is  leffened, 
which  in  more  fkilful  hands  would  have  proved 
pleafmg  and  inftrudive,  and  left  impreffions  the 
moil:  tailing  on  the  mind. 

Of  the  merits  of  your  ftyle  I  am  unwilling  to 
fpeak  ;  for  praile  is  a  theme  far  more  grateful  than 
cenfure.  It  certainly  does  not  abound,  as  Quinti* 
lian  faid  of  Seneca's,  in  the  dukibus  vitiis.  The 
milk  ornatus  at  leaft  do  not  belong  to  it :  Far  left 
can  it  be  added  milk  decenter  habet.  Yet  I  will 
admit  that  it  is  diftinguiihed  by  a  feature  fuffici- 
ently  ftriking,  and  peculiar  to  itfelf.  What  any 
other  man  would  exprefs  in  three  words,  you  have 
the  art  of  diffufing  over  as  many  Sentences  i  and, 
fhould  the  fubjed  chance  to  be  more  than  ufually 
intereiling,  the  fame  number  of  pages  will  not  un~ 
frequently  be  occupied  (b).     This  pradice, .how 

propitious 


(B)  Compofuions  of  this  fpecies  the  French  diftinguifh  by 
an  expreffive  phrafe,  une  boutique  de  verbiage.  We,  m  a> 
former  note,  p.  56.)  hinted  our  fulpicion,  that  the  author  of 
the  Genealogical  Hiitory  had  uudied  under  a  writer  of  that 
nation,  Thaumaffiere,  his  prolixity  of  expreffion.  But,  per- 
haps, we  did  him  injuftice.  His  exuberance  may  be  the  na- 
tive growth  cfhis  own  genius.  The  idea,  however,  was  not 
improbable  -,  although  a  kindred  profejjion,  in  either  author, 

raighs 
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propitious  foever  to  book-making,  is  mod  exhauft- 
ing  to  the  faculties  of  the  reader.    He  fickens  and 
revolts  at  a  prolixity  fo  circuitous,  which,  in  facl, 
confounds  what  it  was  intended  to  elucidate.    Be- 
fides,  we  are  forced  to  declare,  that  the  volume 
before  us  is  disfigured  with  provincial  barbarifms, 
to  a  degree  far  beyond  the  neceffity  of  admitting 
fome  Scottifh  phrafes  into  fuch  a  work.     Where 
legal  documents  mud  be  exhibited,  legal  modes 
of  expreffion  are  indifpenfable,  nay  they  are  appro- 
priate ;   and  thofe  of  Scotland,  on  fuch  occafions, 
are  unqueflionably  entitled  to  a  due  indulgence! 
But  here   the  curious  reader   will   contemplate, 
with  doubt  and  wonder,  a  literary  phenomenon' 
the  loweft  phrafeology  of  the  courts  interlarding 
the  ftyle  of  the  reputed  author  of  a  production,  fe- 
cond  to  few  in  the  Englifli  language  for  reach  of 
thought,  ability  of  argument,  or  vigour  and  elo- 
quence of  di&ion  (c).    Perhaps  there  is  no  writer 

of 

might  naturally  infpire  a  kindred  refemblance  in  the  colour 
of  their  ftyle.  Gafpard  Thaumas  de  la  Thaumaffiere  was 
an  Avocat  au  Parlement  de  Paris,  and  wrote  an  Hi/loin  de 
Berry,  2  volumes,  folio,  in  the  latter  end  of  the  laft,  or  be- 
ginning of  the  prefent  century. 

(c)  The  performance  here  alluded  to  is  certain  «  Letters 
f  to  Lord  Mansfield,"  publifhed  about  the  year  1769,  or 
t77°.  foon  aftpr  the  decifion  of  the  celebrated  boughs  caufe, 
>y  the  Houfe  of  Peers,  a  work,  indeed,  of  extraordinary  me- 
■it.  It  is  true,  the  Letters  feem  compofed  in  the  name  of 
(Vndrew  Stuart,  Efy  but  that  gentleman  laudably  avows  no 

claim 
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of  North  Britain  (at  leaft  not  any  that  I  know) 
who  is  wholly  free  from  national  peculiarities  ; 

and 


claim  to  the  honour  of  the  performance,  it  being  given  to 
the  world  wholly  as  anonymous.  His  friends,  (if  there  be 
any  fuch),  who  ftill  believe  that  it  proceeded  from  his  pen, 
may,  fince  the  publication  of  the  Genealogical  Hiftory  of 
the  Stewarts,  ruminate  on  a  phenomenon,  which  they  will, 
of  courfe,  think  is  among  the  ^  «r««.  the  difficulties 
hard  of  folution  ;  a  writer  who,  at  one  and  the  fame  time,  is 
a  giant  and  a  dwarf,  a  prodigy  of  ttrength,  and  a  monument 

ofweaknefs.  ,--_«.  a 

Thefe  Letters  I  have  always  regarded  as  by  far  the  molt 
maiterly  among  many  able  produftions  brought  forth  by  this 
memorable  trial.  Of  the  real  author,  whoever  he  be,  it 
may  truly  be  faid,  as  Velleius  Paterculus  fa.d  concerning 
Cicero  ;  Animo  vidit ;  ingenio  complexus  ejl ;  cloquenttd  dlu- 
minanit.  Lib.  II.  6.  To  compofe  them,  indeed,  did  demand 
peculiar  requires,  not  eafily  united  in  the  fame  perfon  •,  an 
accurate  acquaintance  with  the  law  in  both  parts  of  the  uni- 
ted kingdom  ;  a  commanding  eloquence  •,  confummate  acute- 
nefs  and  profcffional  ability  ;  and  withal  a  keen  averfion  to 
the  eminent  perfon  to  whom  the  Letters  were  adJreffed,  ei- 
ther the  fruit  of  growing  rivallhip,  or,  it  may  be,  of  a  fcnh- 
bility  deeply  and  defignedly  wounded.  As  the  managers 
for  the  claimant  in  this  queftion  were  aided  by  counfel  of  the 
foremoft  reputation  and  talents  in  both  countries,  perhaps  an 
enumeration  of  the  moll  diftinguifhed  of  thtfe  may  affift  the 
reader,  in  attaining  a  fact  of  fome  literary  cunofity.   The 

Lawyers  were  ; 

Mr  Dunning,  Lord  Afhburton. 

Mr  Wedderbum,  lord  Loughborough. 

Honourable  Mr  Charles  Yorke. 

Sir  Adam  Fergufon. 

Mr  Thomas  Lockhart. 

Sir  William  Nairne,  Lord  Dunfinnan. 
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and  the  imprudence  of  this  ftri&ure  on  your  lan- 
guage may  poffibly  provoke  a  iimilar  inveftigation 
into  my  own  accuracy  (d). 

Yet,  with  thefe  defects,  the  Genealogical  Hifto- 
ry  of  the  Stewarts  is  far  from  being  deititute  of 
merit.  As  a  compilation  of  fads,  it  is,  in  general, 
moll  ample  and  accurate.  The  defcent  of  the 
Stewarts  of  Darnley  and  Caftlemilk  is  traced  with 
diligence,  and  uncommon  precilion,  through  a  pe- 
riod of  more  than  fix  hundred  years.  The  num- 
ber of  ancient  documents,  now  for  the  firft  time  ex- 
hibited to  public  view,  implies  a  perfeverance  and 
affiduity  known  only  to  thofe  who  have  been  deep- 
ly engaged  in  fimilar  purfuits.  To  this  I  will  add, 
that  the  admirable  order  difplayed  in  the  arrange- 
ment of  the  feveral  parts,  the  difpaffionate  coolnefs 
(I  do  not  fay  ftrength)  preferved  in  the  courfe  of 
the  longeft  reafonings,  may  ferve  as  a  perfect  mo- 
del to  future  genealogifts. 

In  an  enumeration  of  thofe  qualities  of  your 
work  that  juftly  merit  commendation,  it  were  un- 
candid  to  omit  the  utility  of  the  Supplement ;  by 
which  it  appears,  that  the  diligence  of  your  foreign 
refearches,  but  particularly  at  Rome,  has,  in  one 
inftance,  rifen  to  fomething  more  than  the  mere 
gratification  of  genealogical  curiofity.  A  much 
U  contefied 


(d)  Should  this  happen,  I  requeft  the  candid  critic's  at- 
tention to  thofe  words  and  expreffions  in  this  Letter,  to 
which  ajlerifms  are  affixed  ;  and  particularly  to  note  (g), 
p.  14.  where  a  general  apology  will  be  found. 
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contefted  point  in  the  hiftory  of  Scotland,  viz.  the 
marriages  of  King  Robert  II.  with  Elizabeth 
More  and  Euphemia  Rofs,  I  acknowledge  you 
have  fairly  fettled.  The  two  "  Difpenfations," 
which  you  can  claim  the  merit  of  obtaining  from 
the  Papal  archives,  fully  difplay  the  accuracy  of 
Fordun,  and  the  carelefnefs  of  his  continuator  ; 
the  ignorance  or  inadvertency  of  Lefly  and  Boe- 
thius  ;  and  the  fuperior  impudence  and  invention 
of  Buchanan.  They,  beyond  queftion,  are  papers 
of  confiderable  intereft  and  curiofity  :  And,  as  it 
fometimes  happens  on  fuch  occafions,  the  impor- 
tance of  the  Supplement  may  prove  the  means  of 
preierving  the  name  of  the  book  ;  as  you  may  rea- 
fonably  hope,  that  it  will  be  quoted  by  the  future 
hiftorian. 

It  now  remains,  Sir,  to  fay  a  few  words  on  the 
fcope  and  general  utility  of  your  performance. 
From  the  hints  1  have  let  fall,  in  the  former  part 
of  this  Letter,  I  fear  that  my  opinion  is  already 
difcovered. 

Yet,  notwithftanding,  it  may  be  proper,  before 
I  deliver  it  more  explicitly,  to  make  fome  remarks 
on  a  veneration  for  anceftry,  the  fentiment  to 
which  your  fubject,  as  well  as  fome  others,  with- 
out doubt  owe  their  birth. 

If  a  man,  in  the  end  of  the  18th  century,  will 
write  a  book,  genealogy,  I  fufpecl,  is  of  all  topics 
the  moft  truly  unhappy,  and  fuch  as  would  re- 
quire the  mofl  fplendid  abilities  to  procure  atten- 
tion. The  late  Mr  Gibbon,  eloquent  as  he  was, 
and  who  really  loved  the  ftudy,  would  probably 

have 


have  failed  in  an  attempt  to  render  it  popular  or 
generally interefting.  For  this  it  appears  not  dif- 
ficult to  account.  A  refpect  for  anceftry  origina- 
ted at  firft  in  perfonal  merit,  and  it  naturally  was 
cherifhedby  the  feudal  manners.  The  purpofes 
of  political  influence,  which  it  tended  to  promote, 
gave  an  importance  to  the  feeling,  and  elevated  it 
to  an  efteem,  beyond  the  mere  indulgence  of  arro- 
gance or  oftentation.  Hence  arofe  genealogy,  and 
heraldry,  and,  above  all,  the  more  folid  device  of 
engrafting,  on  hereditary  titles,  the  pofTeffion  of 
certain  excluiive  and  diftinguifhed  civil  rights. 

In  the  progrefs  of  fociety,  however,  the  prin- 
ciple was  to  experience  various  gradations  in  its 
fortune.  -It  was  to  attain,  in  the  laft  century,  the 
zenith  of  popularity  and  power,  and,  in  the  pre- 
fent,  as  vifibly  to  decline.  During  thefe  fluctua- 
tions, it  was  long  upheld  by  the  influence  of  time 
and  opinion  ;  although  commerce  openly  oppofed, 
andknowledge  gradually  undermined  it.  At  length, 
amidlt  the  afionifhing  innovations,  which  have 
lately  taken  place,  in  almoft  all  our  habits  of  think- 
ing, it  has  well  nigh  been  fwept  away  among  the 
mafs'  of  popular  errors.  Thus,  by  a  natural  revo- 
lution, talents  and  genius,  though  (till  overborne 
by  wealth,  have,  in  lb  me  fort,  regained  their  for- 
mer pre-eminence  ;  at  leaft,'in  an  eftimate  of  indi- 
vidual merit,  men  are  no  longer  heard  to  inquire 
about  the  greatnefs  of  a  name,  or  the  authenticity 
of  a  pedigree. 

Could  it  a  priori  be  proved,  that  ability  and  vir- 
tue are  communicated  to  us  by  the  authors  of  our 

exiftence, 


[  156  ] 

existence,  perhaps  a  refpect  for  high  lineage  would 
feem  a  rational  notion,  even  in  the  eye  of  the  phi- 
losopher. It  is  certain,  that  there  are  many  phy- 
iical  truths,  which  we  may  pretty  confidently  be- 
lieve, without  being  able  conclufively  to  demon- 
Urate  them  :  and  that  intellect  is  propagated  to  as 
pofitive  a  certainty  (and  perhaps,  too,  in  as  great 
a  degree)  as  vilible  and  external  organic  conforma- 
tion, there  is  little  doubt;  although  barely  to 
touch  on  the  various  modifications  by  which  the 
former  procefs  is  governed,  would  lead  into  an  ex- 
tenfive  field  of  phyfiological  intricacy  (e).  With- 
out entering  into  elaborate  inveftigation,  it  will  be 
granted  by  thole  who  eftimate  human  inftitutions 
not  by  their  metaphyseal  eflences,  but  their  prac- 
tical effects,  that  the  feeling  in  queftion  deferves  at 

leaft 


(e)  Among  animals,  it  is  certain,  that  the  intellectual 
powers  are  pretty  uniformly  continued,  together  with  thofe 
of  the  body,  through  different  generations  :  Hence  the  high 
value,  in  horfes  and  dogs  for  example,  that  is  ufually  placed 
on  pedigree. 

Fortes  crcantur  fortibus  et  bonis  : 
Eft  in  juvencis,  eft  in  equis  patrum 
Virtus, 

faid  Horace.  But,  although  the  reafoning  of  a  poet  may 
not  be  conlidered  as  wholly  relevant  in  fuch  a  queftion,  the 
fubjecl  is  certainly  curious,  and  well  deferves  inveftigation. 
There  feems  good  ground  for  believing,  that  a  far  more  uni- 
form analogy,  than  is  generally  fuppofed,  actually  fubftfts 
between  the  human  and  the  animal  fpecies. 
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ieaft  the  rank  of  a  ufeful  prejudice  :  and  they  will 
join  iflfiie  with  Mr  Gibbon  in  thinking,  that  "  rea- 
"  fon  herfelf  will  refpecl:  opinions  which  have  been 
"  confecrated  by  the  experience  of  mankind." 

It  has  -been  pertinently  obferved  of  the  advan- 
tages of  birth,  that  he  who  poffefied,  was  never 
willing  to  relinquim  them,  and  he  who  was  with- 
out them,  the  only  perfon  by  whom  they  were 
defpifed.  The  remark  is  doubtlefs  the  remit  of 
experience  ;  and  it  may  the  more  particularly 
defer ve  regard,  at  a  period  when,  on  every  fub- 
jed:,  we  have  far  more  to  apprehend  from  a  dan- 
gerous admiffion  of  new  opinion,  than  any  inve- 
terate adherence  to  former  error.  A  value  for 
family,  moderately  indulged,  will  probably  be 
found  not  only  a  harmlefs,  but,  on  fome  occaflons, 
a  beneficial  fentiment.  The  pride  it  ncurilhes, 
and  the  vanity  to  which  it  may  be  referred,  ican- 
not  be  productive  of  much  evil ;  while,  in  the 
well-regulated  mind,  they  may  often  guard  from 
meannefs,  and  fometimes  incite  to  virtue. 

In  this  view^  perhaps,  Genealogy,  as  a  part  of 
the  fyftem,  may  come  in  for  its  fhare  of  eflima- 
tion.  But,  like  many  things  fufficiently  gratify- 
ing to  the  individual,  it  can  be  of  no  importance 
to  the  public.  Private  prefervation,  therefore, 
as  we  have  already  hinted,  is  its  true  fphere,  and 
the  only  means  by  which  it  can  be  laudably,  or 
refpedlably   cherifhed.       Should   controveriy   or 

competition 

(f)  See  Gibbon's  Pofthutnous  Works,  vol.  i.  p.  3. 
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Tht  carefully 


competition  at  any  time  arife,  it  ought 
to  be  confined  to  private  difcuflion.  If  thefe  ideas 
be  founded  in  juftice,  what  evidence  of  vanity, 
what  mark  of  weaknefs,  can  be  figured  more  in- 
dubitable, than  to  obtrude  it  on  the  world  ? 

From  thefe  obfervations,  Sir,  you  will  clearly 
perceive,  that  I  efteem  compofitions  merely  genea- 
logical, as  of  no  general  value.    As  literary  efforts, 
they  muft  neceffarily  rank  with  thofe  of  the  lowed 
denomination.      Private  circulation,   the   proper 
fcope  and  fphere  of  your  work,  being  injudiciouf- 
ly  abandoned,  I  fear  that  no  adequate  compenfa- 
tion  has  been  made  by  its  public   utility.     The 
biographical  parts,  indeed,  had  they  been  differ- 
ently treated,  might  have  produced  a  confiderable 
effeft  ;  becaufe  biography,  in  able  hands,  will  al 
ways  pleafe,  and  often  inftrud.    But,  of  what  im 
portance  to  the  public,  of  what  profit  to  the  ge- 
neral reader,  are  exhibitions  of  pedigrees,  or  ipe 
cifications  of  titles,  or  proofs  of  conianguinity  i 
By  fuch  details,  perhaps,  the  antiquary  may  be 
amufed ;  but  they  are  purfuits  too  frivolous  fo 
the  bufy,  and  too  infipid   for  the  idle  ;  nor  cai 
they  render  wifer  or  better  the  plodding  ftuden 
who  delights  to  cultivate  them. 

When  the  Earl  of  Galloway  printed  the  Genea 
logical  Account  of  his  Family,  of  which  we  hav 
fo  often  made  mention,  and  modeftly  diftribute- 
it  among  his  friends,  he  fet  an  example,  whic' 
every  writer  pn  this  fpecies  of  antiquities  woul 
do  well  to  imitate.     The  prefs,  on  that  occafior 


ws 
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was  ufefully  employed  to  fave  the  labour  other 
w-fe  attendant  on  a  multiplication  of  copies.  T„u " 
he  performance  was  completely  diffufed  through 

could  poihbly  prove  mterefting.  As  to  the  pre- 
fent  Letter,  ,t  never  mould  have  appeared  had 
-    you    S,r,  provoked  (and>  £     cd>  ^ 

;  -  He  d.fcuffion.  The  writer  who  images 
>  -hat  by  Genealogical  Hirtories  of  any  nam!  he 
be  to  engage  the  notice  of  the  world  aUa'rge 
v.l  be  fpeeddy  undeceived.  A  diftinfl  profpffl 
|  the  wide  gulf  of  oblivion,  will  fo0„  convntce 
'""<  thaVtS  yaWni"S  Jaws  ««  "ever  mut  but  re 
eady  to  fwallow  up  all  unprofitable  labours    o) 

Before  I  conclude  an  addrefs  neceflarily  drawn 
uttoanunufuallength,Ifllanjufthi7atd^ 
-fleams,  whtch  I  can  eafily  anticipate ;  and 
h.ch    by  perfons  of  a  certain  defection    are 

Xlfe  refold"?  ™  ^  *^ 
Iherefpeaabihty,   Sir,  of  your  charafter    has 

'  rred/°U  """J  fiends,  and,  as  I  k„0w  'fome 
dent  admrers.     By  thefe,  but  particu Z\     by 

-tter  w,U  be  deemed  reprehenfible.     Whatever 
*7  be  find  (they  will  obferve)  of  my  arguments 
,  mode  of  urgI„g  them  is  confident  and  pet' 
cons,  my  attempts  at  ridicule  ill-timed  and 

-t-e;  and,  above  all,  the  difrefpea  (as  they 


will 


G)  Jam  TMejwa,  et  tenebrofa  vorago. 

Stat.  Thebaid.  L.VH.  v..sSr 
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will  term  it)  is  unjuftifiable,  with  which  I  have 
treated  a  calm  and  candid  adverfary,  under  the 
ludicrous  epithet  of  "  Heir-apparent  and  Repre- 
«  Tentative  of  the  Cardinal  de  York."     As  to  my 
review  of  your  book,  I  fufped  it  is  to  meet  with 
equally  little  indulgence.     The  whole   will,  m 
like  manner,  be  declared  a  malevolent,  or,  atleaft, 
a  prefumptuous  invedive  ;  as  literary  ftridures, 
if  fuch  were  merited,  had  been  more  becomingly] 
left  to  the  periodical  Reviewers.— To  thefe  alle-; 
gations,  weighty  as  they  may  feem,  my  anfwer 
fhall  be  concife,  and,  I  hope,  fatisfaftory. 

I  have  already  Hated,   and   I  again  repeat,  on 
the  part  of  Lord  Galloway,  that  it  is  with  ex- 
treme  reluftance  1  have  brought  forward,   to  pu- 
blic difcuffion,  a  controverfy  like  the  prefent.     It 
was  inevitably  to  involve  perfonal  details,  and  I 
am  fully  aware  it  can  excite  no  general  intereflj 
If,  by  an  intemperate  ambition   for  family  h(S 
nours,  the  author  of  the  Genealogical  Hiftory  oj 
the  Stewarts  has  been  induced  publicly  to  invadj 
the  rights  of  another,  and  thereby  drawn  downj 
ridicule  on  himfelf,  or  a  refutation  of  his  argij 
ments,  is  Lord  Galloway  to  blame  for  fo  impnij 
dent  a  ftep  ?     If,  in  combating  thefe  argument)] 
(as  urbanity  and  decorum  have  in  nowife  been  if 
fringed),  can  it  juftly  be  termed  unbecoming  (| 
malevolent  in  me,  if  I  have,   at  times,  divert* 
myfelf  or  my  reader,  and  relieved  the  drync 
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of  genealogical  debate,   with  harmlefs  pleafant- 
ry; 

Ego  fi  rifi,  .... 

Lividus  et  mordax  videor?  (h) 

As  to  the  remaining  charge,  I  am  not  confcious 
of  having  treated  unjuftifiably  either  the  private 
or  the  literary  character  of  the  gentleman  in  que- 
stion. For  the  former  neither  Lord  Galloway  nor 
myfelf  are  without  refpecl.  In  regard  to  our  opi- 
nion of  the  latter,  we  preiume  it  does  not  differ 
from  that  already  formed  by  the  public  ;  and  it 
may  eafily  be  gathered  from  the  foregoing  pages. 
Of  a  work  once  given  to  the  world  every  man 
may  claim  his  right  of  judgment.  He  has  the 
fame  title,  although  he  may  not  have  the  fame 
critical  ability,  as  the  profeffed  Reviewers,  to  exa- 
mine, to  eltimate,  and  to  pronounce  on  its  merits; 
and  he  unquestionably  may  exerciie  it  with  that 
perfect;  freedom,  which  every  independent  com- 
munity, but  efpecially  that  of  letters,  permits  and 
fecures  to  all  its  members. 

Upon  the  whole,  in  a  pretty  full  examination 
of  this  competition,  now  brought  to  a  clofe,  the 
prefent  writer  trufts  it  will  be  thought,  that  he 
has  acted  with  temper,  and  a  due  impartiality. 
Of  the  real  hue  and  complexion  of  the  conteft,  it 
is  probable  he  may  be  a  fairer  judge,  than  either 
of  the  parties.  He  can  declare,  with  truth,  that 
he  has  come  forward  in  the  caufe  from  no  motives 
X  of 

(h)  Hor.  Sat.  L.  I.  4,  v.  91. 
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of  int«  :an  have  no  perional  concern 

in  the  iffiie.      But  he  re  he  Noble   Earl, 

1  grievances  were  certainly  con- 
fiderah  reus  redreis.    Even 

in  a  queftion,  io  private  and  fo  peculiar  as  the 
pretent,   that  man  cannot  be  faid  to  be  me 
or  at  leai\  not  reprehenliblv  employed,  who  pro- 
motes the  important  ends  of  Truth  and  Justice. 


I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir. 

ient  and  humble  fervant, 

7 

THE  AUTHOR. 
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No.  I. 

Copy  of  the  Patent  creating  Sir  Alexander  Stewart 
Lord  Garlies,  1607. 

JACOBUS,  Dei  gratia,  Magnae  Britanniae,  Fran- 
ciae,  et  Hiberniae,  Rex,  Fideique  Defenfor,  om- 
nibus probis  hominibus  fuis,  ad  quos  praefentes  li- 
teral pervenerint,  falutem.  Sciatis,  quia  alii  prin- 
cipes,  omnibus  tranfactis  a^tatibus,  in  fuos  bonos 
meritos  fubjeclos  et  fervitores,  generales  gradus  et 
honoris  titulos  ac  dignitates,  fecund  um  fuorum 
meritorum  qualitatem,  turn  pro  receptoris  inani- 
matione  in  omnibus  fuis  debitis  oiTiciis  continuare 
et  increfcere,  femper  allocare  confueverunt,  et  pro 
aliorum  motione  fuas  recompenfationis  exemplo, 
talem  favorem  eorum  bono  fervitio  merere ;  at- 
que  inde,  in  confideratione  boni  fervitii  nobis  per 
Alexandrum  Stewart  de  Garlies  prasftiti,  qui,  tan- 
tis  annis  elapjis  ab  ilia  antiqud  et  nobiUjfimd  f ami- 
lid  de  Lennox  defcendit,  virtutes  quorum  quidem 
praedeceflbrum  tantum  incrementoai  antiquo  vic- 

tui 
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tui  femper  addiderunt,  et  idem  asqualis  ell,  et  fu- 
pra  et  ultra  redditum  tantorum  aliorum  domino- 
rum  illius  dominii.  Nos,  igitur,  refpectu  dicli 
eontinuationis  et  defcensus  diticc  domus  de  Garlies, 
et  Jii(£  tiobilis  profapia,  ab  antiqud  dome  de  Lennox 
aerivatce,  refpectuque  multorum  aliorum  fervitio- 
rum  per  feipfum  iuosque  praedeceflbres  praeftito- 
rum,  dedimus  et  conceflimus,  tenoreque  praefen- 
tium  damus  et  concedimus,  noftram  plenam  com- 
mifiionem  et  poteftatem,  noftro  nobilifiimo  et  prae- 
dilecto  confanguineo  et  confiliario,  Ludovico,  Len- 
jiox'ue  Duciy  noftro  nomine  poteflateque,  et  autho- 
ritate  noftra  regali,  praefatum  Alexandrum  Stew- 
art de  Garlies,  Dominum  de  Garlies  faciendi, 
et  conftituendi,  et  ordinandi  praefatum  titulum, 
honorem,  et  dignitatem,  per  ipium  Alexandrum, 
fuosque  haeredes  mafculos  de  corpore  fuo  legitime 
fuccedentes,  antedielo  victui  de  Garlies,  omnibus 
temporibus  afFuturis,  cum  omnibus  et  fingulis  ho- 
noribus,  privilegiis,  et  immunitatibus,  nobilo  Do- 
mino, et  Baroni  Parliament,  illius  dominii  incum- 
bentibus ;  cum  voto  et  loco  apud  omnia  Parlia- 
menta,  antiqua  concilia,  generalesque  conventio- 
nes  flatus  illius  regni  Scotiae,  poffidendi,  et  gau- 
dendi.  In  cujus  rei  teftimonium,  praefentibus 
magnum  figillum  noftrum  apponi  praecepimus, 
apud  Whitehall,  decimo  nono  die  menfis  Julii,  an- 
no Domini,  millefimo,  fexcentefimo  feptimo,  et 
regni  noftri,  annis  quadragefimo  et  quinto. 

Per  fignaturam  manu  S.  D.  N.  Regis  iupra- 
fcriptam,  ac  manu  fui  Secretarii  Regni  Scotiae, 
fubferiptam. 

No.  II. 
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Noll. 


COPT  of  William  Urrfs  Refignation  of  the  Lands 
of  Fulton,  to  the  Abbot  and  Monks  of  PaiJIey,  an. 
1409;  from  the  Colleclions  of  Father  Hay,  in  the 
Advocates  Library,  Edinburgh. 

_  In  Dei  nomine,  Amen.   Per  hoc  prsefens  pub- 
licum  initrumentum  cundis  evidenter  apparteat, 
quod,  anno  ab  incarnatione  Domini  1409,  menfis 
Januarii  die  nono,  indidione  tertia  Pontificates 
fandiffimi  in  Chrifto  Patris  et  Domini  noftri  Do- 
mini Benedict,  divina  Providentia  Papa  14  anno 
16,  In  mei  Notarii  Publici  et  Tellium  fubferipto- 
rum  praefentia  perfonaliter  conftitutus  Willielmus 
Uny^non  vi  nee  metu  dudus,  nee  errore  lapfus, 
fed  fua  mera  et  fpontanea  voluntate,  per  fuftem  et 
baculum  furfum  reddidit,  pureque,  fimpliciter,  et 
hbere,  fine  fraude  vel  dolo  refignavit,  totas  terras 
de  Fulton,  cum  omnibus  juftis  pertinentiis  et  li- 
bertatibus  ad  ipfas  terras  fpedantibus,  vel  fibi  et 
hjeredibiis  fuis  de  didis  terris  fpedare  valentibus 
quomodolibet  in  futurum,  in  manibus  Religiofo- 
rum  Virorum  Abbatis  et  Conventus  Monafterii  de 
Pafileto,  ordinis  Clumacenfis,  Glafguencis  Dioce- 
ls,  a  fe  et  haeredibus  fuis  in  perpetuum.     Et  didi 
Abbas  et  Conventus  afledabunt  fuo  figillo  commu- 
li  Capituli  fui,  et  etiam  fub  figillo  ipfius  Abbatis, 
lidas  terras  de  Fulton  cum  curiis,  et  omnibus  aliis 

libertatibus. 
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libertatibus,  iecundum  quod  eas  ante  habuit,  I 
tamen  refignatione  fundi  et  tenement!  principalis 
di&o  Willielmo  Urry,  pro  tempore  vitae  fuce  tan- 
turn,  pro  oclo  Marcis  ufualis  monetae  regni  Sco- 
tise  folvendis  annuatim,  per  eequales  portiones,  ad 
duos  anni  terminos,  viz.  ad  Fefta  Pentecoftes,  et 
Sandi  Martini  in  hiemi,  Abbati  et  Conventui  an- 
te dictis.     Et  infuper,  didus  Willielmus  Urry  re- 
nunciavit,  coram  dictis  Abbate  et  Conventu,  omni- 
bus evidentiis,  Uteris,  chartis,  live  indenturis,  quas 
de  didis  terris  qualitercunque  habuit,  et  ii  de  ip- 
fius  terris  aliquas  evidentias  in  poiterum  in  fua  cu- 
ftodia  vel  alibi  rcperire,  vel  habere  poterit,  eas  de- 
liverabit  dictis  Abbati  et  Conventui,  fine  fraude, 
dolo,  vel  cavillatione  quacunque.    Ad  quod  etiam 
fideliter  faciendum,  idem  Willielmus  Urry  eifdem 
Abbati  et  Conventui  juramentum  praeftitit  corpo 
rale.     Ad  bujufmodi  vero  Refignationis  tefiimonium 
et  fidem  firmiorem,  diclus    Willielmus  Urry  Jigilla 

A.  iftorum  Dominorum  fequentium,  viz.,  Nobilium  viro- 
rum  Jobannis  Sympill  Domini  EUynjlon,  Domini  Ro- 
bert* de  Maxwell,  Militis,  Domini  de  Calderwood. 
et  Jobannis  Wallas,  Domini  Ellerjlie,  buic  prafent 

g#  inflrumento  apponi  cum  injlantid  procuravit.  Supei 
quibus  omnibus  et  fingulis,  didi  Abbas  et  Conven- 

C.  tus  petierunt  Jibi  fieri  publicum  inftrumentum,  ve 
publica  inftrumenta,  a  me  Notario  Publico  infra 
fcripto.  Ada  funt  haec  apud  diaum  Monafterium 
de  Pafileto,  in  Ecclefia,  ad  magnum  altare,  annc 
die,  merrfe,  Indiaione,  et  Pontificatu  fupra  diais. 
pnefentibus  diais  Jobanne  Senefcallo  de  Caflelnvlk 
Jobanne  Sympil,  Domino  EUynjlon,  Domino  R.  Max- 
well 
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well,  Domino  de  Calderwood,  Jobanne  Wallas  EU 
lerjlie.  Tbomd  de  Crawfurd  de  Auchinnamis,  Joban- 
ne Logan  Rejlalrig,  Magijlro  Chrijlopbero  Townin- 
fret,  et  Domino  Waltero  Brucii,  Reclore  et  Vicario 
ecclefiarum  de  Crawfurd,  et  de  Kilpatrick,  Glafgu- 
encis  Diocejis,  tejlibus  adprxmija  vocatis  fpecialiter 
et  rogatis. 

Et  ego  Johannes  de  Hawke  Prsfbiter,  Glafgu- 
eneis  Diocefis  Publlcus  authority  Imperial!  No- 
tanus,  ditfis  Refignationibus  fie  faflis,  omnibufque 
ahis  et  fingulis  dum  fie  ut  pramittitur  agerentur  et 
herent,  una  cum  praenominatis  teftibus,  prceCens 
merfu,,  eaque  fieri  vidi,  gudivi,  et  in  notam  recepi. 
Et  hoc  pnefens  Publicum  Inftrumentum,  propria 
manu  fcriptum,  inde  confeci,  publieavi,  et  in  hane 
pubheam  formam  redegi.     Hie  me  fubferipfi   fig. 
noque  meo  folito  fignavi,  una  cum  appenfione  figil- 
lorum  Dominorum  fupradiaorum,  rogatus  et  re 
quifitus,  ,n  fidem  et  teftimonium  omnium  pramiif- 
iorum,  una  cum  appenfione  figilli  ejufdem  Williel- 
mi  Urry. 

The  above  is  the  copy  of  the  refignation  to  the 
Abbot  and  Monks  of  Pauley  referred  to  in  p.  ,o, 
As  the  paper  was  a  legal  inftrument,  I  was  unwil- 
ling to  rely  wholly  on  my  own  judgment  concern- 
ing ,t  and  for  that  reafon,  laid  it  before  a  learned 
mend,  whofe  acquirements  as  a  fcholar,  and  whofe 
reputation  as  a  lawyer,  are  equally  diftmguifhed 
requeftmgthat  he  would  ihortly  ftate  to  me  his' 
opinion,  in  writing,  on  the  /object ;  which  he  ac- 
ccordily  did  as  follows. 
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«  1  have  attentively  examined  the  refignation  of 
«  the  lands  of  Fulton  to  the  Abbot  and  Monks  of 
«  Paifley,  as  alfo  Mr  Andrew  Stuart's  remarks  on 
«  that  document.  I  know  that  of  the  papers  in 
"  the  Advocates  Library  tranfcribed  by  the  re- 
«  fpedable  Father  Hay,  feveral  of  the  originals 
«  have  perifhed  ;  and  that  the  charters  of  the  Ab- 
<«  bey  of  Paifley  are  among  the  number.  But, 
«  from  the  known  accuracy  and  fidelity  of  the  co- 
«  pies  of  fuch  as  remain,  no  doubt  has  ever  been 
«  entertained,  that  the  fame  charader  was  equally 
«  due  to  the  tranfcripts  of  fuch  as  are  loft. 

"In  regard  to  the  objections  made  by  Mr  A. 
«  Stuart  in  his  book  (p.  330,  33*-),  there  ieems  to 
«  me  to  be  nothing  wanting  in  the  inftrument,  to 
«  which  the  word  dials  mould  refer.  As  deeds 
«  of  this  nature  are  not  always  written  with  the 
«  ftriaeft  grammatical  precifion,  the  word  A8« 
«  mav  have  either  been  inferted  per  incunam  of 
.«  the  original  writer  5  as  three  of  the  perfons  here 
«  enumerated  as  witneffes  had  been  before  na 
«  med :  Or,  it  may  have  been  put  in  by  the  tran 
«  fcriber,who,  feeing  a  number  of  names  in  tl 
«  lad  claufe  that  occurred,  had,  without  comp 
«  ring  the  two  dailies,  judged  that  the  witneffi 
«  were  all  again  repeated  ;  and  as,  in  fuch  cafe 
«  it  was  ufual  to  introduce  a  fecond  repetition  b 
«  didis,   it  would  fall  very  naturally  from  his 

"  «CTho  fuppofition  made  by  Mr  A.  Stuart  that 
..  the  word  dials  proves  a  part  of  the  inftrument 
«  to  be  omitted,  appears  to  me  abfurd.     1  here  ij 

"  nothing 
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"  nothing  like  a  chafm  in  any  part  of  the  inftru- 
;'  ment.  But,  even  upon  his  own  fuppofition  that 
"  a  part  is  omitted,  this  part  muft  have  mention- 
*  ed  Johannes  Senefcallus  de  Caftlemilk,  which 
M  would  only  be  the  more  complete  evidence  that 
"  fuch  a  perfon  did  then  exift.  His  fecond  pro- 
-'  babiiity,  that  if  this  omitted  part  could  be  fup- 
"  plied,  it  might  lead  to  a  difcovery  that  John 
"  Stuart  de  Caftlemilk  was  not  the  proper  John 
"  Stuart  de  Caftlemilk,  feems  to  me  the  very 
"  height  of  abfurdity  ! 

"  In  fhort,  I  am  of  opinion,  that  the  evidence 
"  furniftied  by  Urry's  refignation  would  be  held, 
<{  even  in  law,  a  complete  prefumptive  proof  of  the 
"  exiftence  of  John  Stuart  of  Caftlemilk  in  1409, 
"  which  could  not  poflibly  be  redargued,  unlefs 
"  by  a  pojitive  proof  (by  charter  for  example) 
"  that  the  lands  were  then  the  property  of  fome 
"  other  perfon." 


THE  END. 
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